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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE 




BENJAMIN J. DAHL, 
aka: BENJAMIN JOHN DAHL, 
Defendant­
Appellant. 













Supreme Court No. 44003-2016 
Appeal from the Third Judicial District, Canyon County, Idaho. 
HONORABLE THOMAS J. RYAN, Presiding 
Sara Thomas, State Appellate Public Defender, P.O. Box 2816, Boise, Idaho 83701 
Attorney for Appellant 
Lawrence G. Wasden, Attorney General, Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 
Attorney for Respondent 
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Date: 6191201 6  
Time: 1 2:06 PM 
Page 1 of 4 
Third Judicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-201 5-0009825-C Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Defendant: Dahl, Benjamin John 
User: WALDEMER 
State of Idaho vs. Benjamin John Dahl 
Date 
51261201 5  
51291201 5  
6141201 5  
611 91201 5  
7121201 5  
New Case Filed-Misdemeanor 
Affidavit Of Probable Cause 
Misdemeanor 
Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment ( In Custody) 051261201 5  0 1 : 32 PM) 
Hearing result for Arraignment ( In Custody) scheduled on 051261201 5  
0 1 : 32 PM: Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Arraignment ( In Custody) scheduled on 051261201 5  
0 1 : 32 PM: Arraignment I First Appearance 
Hearing result for Arraignment ( In Custody) scheduled on 051261201 5  
0 1  :32 PM: Constitutional Rights Warning 
Hearing result for Arraignment ( In Custody) scheduled on 051261201 5  
0 1 : 32 PM: Consolidation Of Files wiCR1 5-9861 C 
Hearing result for Arraignment ( In Custody) scheduled on 051261201 5  
0 1 : 32 PM: Order Appointing Public Defender 
Hearing result for Arraignment ( In Custody) scheduled on 051261201 5  
0 1 : 32PM: Commitment On Bond $25,000 total wiCR1 5-9861 C 
Hearing result for Arraignment ( In Custody) scheduled on 051261201 5  
0 1 : 32 PM: Upon Posting Bond - Report to Pre-Trial Release 
Hearing result for Arraignment ( In Custody) scheduled on 051261201 5  
01 : 32 PM: Notice Pretrial Release Services 
Hearing Scheduled ( Further Proceeding 061041201 5 08:30 AM) 
Change Assigned Judge 
Bond Posted Surety $25,000 In CR1 5-9861 C 
Judge 
Gary D. DeMeyer 










Gregory F. Frates 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Further Proceeding scheduled on 061041201 5 08:30 AM: Gregory F. Frates 
Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Further Proceeding scheduled on 061041201 5  08:30 AM: Gregory F. Frates 
Continued 
Hearing Scheduled ( Further Proceeding 0611 91201 5  08:30 AM) Gary D. DeMeyer 
Hearing result for Further Proceeding scheduled on 0611 91201 5  08:30 AM: Gary D. DeMeyer 
Hearing Held 
Hearing Scheduled (Arrn. - District Court 071021201 5  09:00 AM) Molly J Huskey 
Hearing result for Arrn. - District Court scheduled on 071021201 5  09:01 AM: Gregory M Culet 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Debora Kreidler 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 1 00 
pages 
Hearing result for Arrn. - District Court scheduled on 071021201 5  09:01  AM: Gregory M Culet 
Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court scheduled on 07102/201 5  09:01 AM: Gregory M Culet 
Arraignment I First Appearance 
Hearing result for Arrn. - District Court scheduled on 071021201 5  09:01  AM: Gregory M Culet 
Appear & Plead Not Guilty STNW 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court scheduled on 071021201 5  09:01 AM: Gregory M Culet 
Notice Of Hearing 
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Date: 6/9/201 6  
Time: 1 2:06 PM 
Page 2 of 4 
Third Judicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-201 5-0009825-C Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Defendant: Dahl, Benjamin John 
User: WALDEMER 
State of Idaho vs. Benjamin John Dahl 
Date 
7/2/201 5 
7/1 7/201 5  
7/29/201 5 
8/1 2/201 5  
8/14/201 5  
9/8/201 5  
9/9/201 5  
9/1 1 /20 1 5  
9/1 4/201 5  
9/1 7/201 5  
9/1 8/201 5  
1 0/5/201 5  
1 0/1 3/201 5  
1 0/1 4/201 5  
Misdemeanor 
Hearing Scheduled (Pre Trial 09/1 4/201 5  02:00PM) 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 1 0/20/201 5  08:30 AM) STNW 
Affidavit of Pretrial NonCompliance (w/letter) 
Motion to Suppress Pursuant to I.C. R 1 2( b) 
Memorandum in Support of Motion to Suppress 
Notice Of Hearing on Motion to Suppress 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 09/08/201 5  03:00 PM) Mtn to 
Suppress 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 09/08/201 5  03:00 PM: 
Hearing Held - under advisement 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 09/08/201 5 03:00 PM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 1 00 
Notice of Supplemental Authority 
Affidavit of Pre-Trial NonCompliance (w/letter) 
Judge 
Thomas J Ryan 
James C. Morfitt 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Pre Trial scheduled on 09/1 4/201 5 02:00PM: Hearing Thomas J Ryan 
Held 
Hearing result for Pre Trial scheduled on 09/1 4/201 5  02:00PM: District Thomas J Ryan 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 1 00 
Hearing Scheduled (Conference - Status 1 0/05/201 5  01 :45 PM) Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing Scheduled (Conference - Status 1 0/05/201 5  03: 1 5  PM) Thomas J Ryan 
Amended Notice of Hearing Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 1 0/05/201 5  03:1 5PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 1 0/05/201 5  03: 1 5  PM: Thomas J Ryan 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 1 00 
Hearing Scheduled (Change of Plea 1 0/1 3/201 5  03:30PM) Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Jury Trial scheduled on 1 0/20/201 5  08:30 AM: Hearing James C. Morfitt 
Vacated STNW 
Hearing result for Change of Plea scheduled on 1 0/1 3/201 5 03:30PM: 
Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Change of Plea scheduled on 1 0/1 3/201 5  03:30PM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 1 00 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 1 2/1 5/201 5 08:30 AM) stw 
Hearing Scheduled (Conference - Status 1 1/09/201 5  03:00 PM) 
Notice Of Hearing 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
James C. Morfitt 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
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Date: 6/9/201 6  
Time: 1 2:06 PM 
Page 3 of 4 
Third Judicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-201 5-0009825-C Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Defendant: Dahl, Benjamin John 
User: WALDEMER 
State of Idaho vs. Benjamin John Dahl 
Date 
1 1 /5/201 5  
1 1 /9/201 5 
1 1/1 0/201 5  
1 1/25/201 5  
1 2/29/201 5  
1 /4/201 6  
1/1 1/201 6 
Misdemeanor 
Judge 
Affidavit of Pretrial NonCompliance (w/letter) Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 1 1 /09/201 5  03:00 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Continued 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 1 1 /09/201 5  03:00PM: Thomas J Ryan 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 1 00 
Hearing Scheduled (Conference - Status 1 1 /1 0/201 5  0 1 : 30PM) Thomas J Ryan 
Affidavit of Pretrial NonCompliance (w/letter) Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Jury Trial scheduled on 1 2/1 5/20 1 5  08:30 AM: Hearing James C. Morfitt 
Vacated stw 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 1 1/1 0/201 5  0 1 : 30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 1 1 /1 0/201 5  01 : 30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter : Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 1 00 
Hearing Scheduled ( Further Proceeding 0 1 /1 1 /201 6 02:30PM) to be Thomas J Ryan 
dismissed 
Stipulation to enter conditional guilty plea 
Surety Bond $1 0,000 Posted In CR1 5-9861 C 
Warrant Issued - Bench Bond amount: 25000.00 Pre-Trial Release 
Warrant - Total w/CR-201 5-9861-C Defendant: Dahl, Benjamin John 
Case Status Changed: Inactive 
Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment ( In Custody) 01/04/201 6  0 1 : 30 PM) 
Warrant Returned Pre-Trial Release Warrant - Total w/CR-201 5-9861 -C 
Defendant: Dahl, Benjamin John 
Case Status Changed: Pending 
Hearing result for Arraignment ( In Custody) scheduled on 01 /04/201 6  
0 1 : 30PM: Arraignment I First Appearance 
Hearing result for Arraignment ( In Custody) scheduled on 01 /04/201 6  
0 1 : 30 PM: Constitutional Rights Warning 
Hearing Scheduled (Arrn. - District Court 0 1 / 1 5/20 1 6  09:00 AM) 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
James A (J.R.) Schiller 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
James A (J.R.) Schiller 
James A (J.R.) Schiller 
Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Further Proceeding scheduled on 01/1 1 /201 6  02:30PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Continued 
Hearing result for Further Proceeding scheduled on 0 1 /1 1 /201 6 02:30PM: Thomas J Ryan 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Tammy Weber 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 1 00 
Hearing Scheduled ( Further Proceeding 02/1 8/201 6  01 :45 PM) to be Thomas J Ryan 
dismissed 
Hearing result for Arrn .- District Court scheduled on 0 1 /1 5/201 6  09: 00 AM: Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing Vacated 
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Date: 6/9/201 6 
Time: 1 2:06 PM 
Page 4 of 4 
Third Judicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-201 5-0009825-C Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Defendant: Dahl, Benjamin John 
User: WALDEMER 
State of Idaho vs. Benjamin John Dahl 
Date 
2/1 8/201 6  
2/29/201 6 
3/1 /201 6  




Hearing result for Further Proceeding scheduled on 02/1 8/201 6  01 :45 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Further Proceeding scheduled on 02/1 8/201 6  01 :45PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Dismissal During/after Trial Or Hearing 
Hearing result for Further Proceeding scheduled on 02/1 8/201 6  01 :45PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Final Judgement, Order Or Decree Entered 
Hearing result for Further Proceeding scheduled on 02/1 8/201 6  01 :45PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Judgment 
Case Status Changed: closed pending clerk action Thomas J Ryan 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 1 00 
Notice of Appeal 
Appealed To The Supreme Court 
Motion to Appoint State Appellate Public Defender (w/order) 
Order Appointing State Appellate Public Defender 
S C - Order Consolidating Appeal for all Purposes 
S C - Corrected Order Consolidating Appeal for all Purposes 
Amended Notice of Appeal 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
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• 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRIC� OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF �Lb� 
MAGISTRATES DIVISION 














case No. aR/5 -O'?i-�S 
IN CUSTODY 
PROBABLE CAUSE MINUTES 
(Telephonic) 
Date ?(7...>1// l 
Time � : 3/ A.m 
Presiding: Honorable -------� __ ._le __ · �-------------------------
Person contaqted: · ¥· �S 1 CC $0 
Based upon affidavit(s) of: 6-fJ; bbte� Cpp , 
the Court finds that the following crime or crimes tere committed 
and probable cause that the defendant committed them as indicated 
below: 
Probable cause Found 
Vl Yes [ ] No 
(0 Yes [ ] No 
(�Yes [ ] No 
[ ] Yes [ ] No 
[ ] Yes [ ] No 
------------------------ ' notified by telephone of these findings. 
(law enforcement agency) 
Signed: 
IN CUSTODY TELEPHONIC PROBABLE CAUSE MINUTES 
6
' 
-- ALDWELL POL.DEPT. 
_ .., 14 7 7 8 Q 
IDAHO UNIFORM CITATION IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE 3RD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON STATE OF IDAHO ) COMPLAINT AND SUMMONS 
vs. � 0 Infraction Citation {)a h \ � [)g Misde��nor Citation 
Last Name ) 0 Accident Involved �-\ct ll\t1 � Jo kV\ � 0 Commercial Vehicle Driven by this Driver -�Fi='rst�Na:""<:���� ......_----;M;7,-'id�dle�Jn�i tia71 - (\ () 1 C::. rtJA..� 0 I PUC # USDOT TK Census #\_Lt..__)' :Jlx?l)v 0 Operator 0 Class A 0 Class 8 0 Class C 0 Class D 0 Other ______ _ 0 GVWR 260
Home Address
Business Addr
Ph # -------THE UNDERSIGNED OFFICER (PARTY) HEREBY CERTIFIES AND SAYS: 
r:::--.. I certify and believe the above-named Defendant, �SS# or ID# State X{) Sex: IRJ M 0 F 
a; 
E Cll z 
_en 
E Cll 1:l c 
"* 0 
Height 6o� Wt. Hair B / lA Eyes g l&A DOS I - IR- 9/ Veh. Lie.# ______ State ____ Yr. of Vehicle_-___ Make ____ _ Model _______ Color-- -=--Did commit th' folfowiog act(•) on 5-2 '3 , 2Q I 5 atQE�6 o'Oock A M. :; Vio. #1 Pt:>ssess ro., t>f &.-1'4:!, ek�� J'7-Z/'J'fA � I Code Section 
Vio. #2 ------------------�� 
Code Section 
._ Location I tfut9 � ru.&h v Ct\e, JL 4w C.lJ.</. lflJ .IO en � f I fE Hwy. Mp. CANYON County, Idaho. 5-23-15 j_ Ho� �,S.sl-�e.t /28 C.fl{) Date Officer/Party Serial #/Address Dept./Phone # ��� -IS S Wi�fin�'F Seri�ltSdress �:{j THE STATE OF IDAHO TO THE ABOVE NAMED DEFENDANT: 
._ You are hereby summoned to appear before the Clerk of the Magistrate's Court of the � District Court of CANYON County, CALDWELL , Idaho, located at 1115 ALBANY on the __ day of ----------20 __ , (OR) on or after ,:.., CIA r� , 20 __ , and on or before , 20 __ , between 9 ·rd 5f0 P-� n 




... . :) ' .. !Jl"eated 5-2-1115 
0 In Custody 
IN THE DIS1&:T COURT OF THE 3RD JUDICIA.TRICT Qf THE 
STATE �DAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYI'N I � 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION - 1_.1[ Eit 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff 
vs. 
Benjamin J. Dahl 
MAY 2 6 2015 
AFFIDAVIT OF P�� SMEH�l,DE� 






Agency Case No. 1 5- 1 2 1 88 
J. Hoeksema 1 28 of the Caldwell Police Department 
being first duly sworn, state that the following is true and accurate. 
The following acts occurred at: 19419 Brush Creek Ave. in Caldwell , Canyon County, State of Idaho 
Time Occurred At: 0836 hours on the date of 05/23/2015 
Crime(s) alleged to have been committed: PCS w intent to deliver 37-2732/Paraphernalia 37-2734A/Injury to child (F) 18-1501 
1 .  Please state what you did or observed that gives you reason to believe the individual(s) committed the 
crime(s) alleged: 
On May 23, 20 1 5  at approximately 0836 hours, I responded to 1 94 1 9  Brush Creek Ave. in Caldwell, Idaho, to serve a confirmed felony 
warrant on James David whom I made contact with there the previous week. Upon arrival I made contact with the home owner, Eleanor 
(Ellie) Dahl. I advised Ellie the reason for police presence. ***NOTE*** I made contact with Benjamin (Ben) Dahl (Ellie's son who 
reside in the home) and James David earlier this week for a car theft complaint. Having knowledge that Benjamin and James are 
acquaintances, I asked Ellie ifl could make sure James was not in the residence and maybe speak with Benjamin about James 
whereabouts. 
Ellie escorted me upstairs where she knocked on Ben's bedroom door. After a short period of time, Ben opened the door. I asked Ben if 
James was in his room and he said no. ted to search for James in his room. Inside the room I noted it to be dirty and 
foul smelling. I noted Ben's son, C.D. was lying on the bed. While searching the bedroom for James, I observed in 
plain view a glass pipe that appeared to be coated with a white crystal like substance that I recognized to be used commonly to smoke 
Methamphetamine (Meth). The glass pipe was on a semi large mirror on top of the dresser in the walk in closet. On the mirror was a 
white crystal like substance that was neatly divided into rows. Multiple bundles of U.S. currency were also on the mirror. 
I advised Ben of his Miranda warning before questioning him about my findings. Ben confirmed to me he understood. Ben consented to a 
search of the room after his son was taken down stairs by his mother, Ellie. Inside of the room I located the following: 
- New and used hypodermic needles without lids on the floor of the closet. The needles were only a few feet from the bed where C.D. 
was sleeping. The child could have of easily come into contact with the needles which Ben said he used to shoot up with Meth. 
- Knifes through out the room. 
- Glenfield 1 2  gauge shotgun (model 778/serial # 1 880299 1 )  that was between the bed and wall. 
- 3.3 grams (TPW) of Brown substance (Admitted Hash by Ben) 
- 2.0 grams (TPW) of crystal 1ike substance (suspected Meth) 
- 1 .0 grams (TPW) of black tar ball (Admitted Heroin by Ben) 
- 20 White pills (Admitted Hydrocodone) 
- 9 round blue pills (Admitted Oxycotin) 
- 6 oval blue pills (Admitted Oxycotin) 
- U. S. currency in increments of $ 1 00, $50's, $20's, $ 1  O's, and 1 dollar bills rapped in rubber bands totaling $ 1 ,056 
- Hundreds of small clear plastic bags 
8
, 
-\f�.mttnition ( 4- 1 2  gauge shells/ 6-2.ge shells/ 1 -223 rifle round/ 2-243 rifle roun.80 rifle round) 
- Several Bongs fashioned out of sippy s for children (located on the shelving upbove the dresser in the closet) 
- 5 digital scales 
- 2 Mirrors with white crystal like substance with testable amount of residue on it. 
- Black security safe concealing a white crystal like substance (Admitted Meth 5.0 grams TPW) 
- Larger black safe containing a clear plastic bag with crystal like substance (Testable amount) 
- Tin with numerous glass pipes 
Among the paraphernalia and drugs in the closet were jugs of Acetone and rubbing alcohol. I viewed a glass beaker on top of the dresser 
as well. Due to the following observations, Ben was questioned for the manufacturing ofMeth. Ben stated he doesn't manufacture Meth, 
but the Meth he buys in quantity is then put through a purification process using a coffee filter, Acetone and rubbing alcohol. The process 
in which he purifies the Meth is done in the closet. A respirator was also located in the closet. 
While on scene, multiple sample of the white crystal like substance were tested obtaining a presumptive positive for Methamphetamine 
using a NARK Test Kit# 1 5. 
Upon further interview with Ben, he stated he sells Meth and has been for approximately 6 months. Ben told me the U.S. currency 
located was from his drug sells. 
Ben was then taken into custody for the above charges. Ben was placed into hand restraints, the cuffs were checked for tightness, and 
double locked. Ben was left in the care and custody of the jail staff. 
H&W responded to the scene were they placed C.D. with family members and the safety plan was established. 
Back at CPD, the listed items were package and placed into evidence. The Admitted Hash, Heroin, and Meth was sent to the state lab for 
further testing results. Audio and photo's were downloaded to CPD's I-drive. 
2. What further information do you have regarding what others did or observed giving you reasonable 
grounds to believe that the individual(s) committed the crime(s) alleged? 
3. Set out any information you have and its source as to why a warrant instead of a summons should be 
issued. 
For additional information, see report narrative. 
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TH' D"' rljCTR'r"'T COU1RT,Tf=: "·F I '""' AHO J i.l"-�.I U ._-'11 i\...-• .  ' I, ' �- ... .,.i :..J. 
COUNTY OF CA N 
JUDGMEN 
State of Idaho v'oo 
Benjamin .John Dahl 
4 9·4 �? Br;Jshy (;:-et=:k .t..<.\ .. 2 
Ca:d·vve!l ID B3•SCS 
C!. L, #: DB� 2: .. s-s_:�. f��) 
CASE r�O . .  CR-2015-0009825-C CITATiON NO.· 147780 
BC>JC. -------
The Defendant, having been fully advised of his�her tatutory and constitutional rights, including the right to be represented by counsel, 
0 �aded guilty. 0 was foun guilty. 0 was found not guilty. 
GY'State moved to dismiss this charge. Charge is dismissed. 0 Infraction default entered. 
0 Conviction is entered. 0 Judgment is withheld. 
JUDGMENT: 
0 The bond is 0 exonerated. 0 forfeited and case closed. 0 to be applied to the fine and costs. 
0 No Contact Order 0 dismissed. 0 imposed as a term of probation. 
PAYMENTS: Defendant shall pay immediately, or as provided in payment agreement, as follows: 
$ , wh1ch includes fine and court costs. $ , suspended. to be paid 
� . Pay$ per to begm ;-;;;-- --------.,.,-0 Reimburse for atty or P.O.$ by I$ per month. 
0 $ restitution to . 
Make payments payable to Canyon County Clerk, include case number, and send to Court Fine/Fees, 1115 Albany Street, 
Caldwell, ID 83605. Telephone: 454-7566 All installment payments are subject to a $2.00 handling fee. Failure to pay 
your fine by the due date may result in your account being turned over to a collection agency. 
JAIL: Defendant shall serve days in jail with days suspended and credit for ____ days served. --
days to be served at the discretion of the .2_robat1on off1cer. 
Defendant shall report to jail 0 immediately D on --=--=--=----:---:---,--:-:---..,...,---,,.-.,.,..,----:-:-.,.....,.---,----:------,.-· 0 Work release/search/All options granted in all counties and Defendant shall report to jail immediately to make arrangements. 
0 Sheriffs Work Detail: days in lieu of days jail to be completed by and Defendant shall 
report to jail immediately to make arrangements. If the Defendant fails to report to the jail as ordered or at a time agreed UP.On 
with the jail, or fails to satisfactorily perform the Defendant's obligations with the Sheriff Inmate Labor Detail, then tlie Shenff is 
ordered and directed to place the Defendant in custody to serve the Defendant's jail time that has not been suspended. 
This jail sentence is 0 concurrent 0 consecutive with any jail sentence previously ordered. 
DRIVING PRIVILEGES suspended for days/months beginning on 
0 the date of this Judgment. 0 . 
0 D.W.P.: The period of suspension shall commence following the end of any prior period of suspension, disqualification, or 
revocation existing at the t1me of this offense. 
Reinstatement of driv1ng privileges must be accomplished before you can drive. Apply to: Driver's Services, P. 0. Box 7129, 
Boise, ID 83707-1129. 
PROBATION: The Defendant shall be placed on 0 supervised 0 unsupervised probation for months. 
Dunn9 the period of probation, all suspended penalties are subject to Defendant s compliance with all of the above orders and the 
followmg conditions. The Defendant shall: 
0 if on supervised probation, immediately report to the Misdemeanor Probation Dept. (222 N. 1ih Ave, Caldwell, Idaho, 208-454-
7260) and comply with all rules and reporting requirements pursuant to the Canyon County Misdemeanor Probation 
Agreement of Supervision, and pay a monthly cost of supervision fee as set by the Board of Canyon County Commissioners. 
0 not refuse evidentiary test for alcohol or drugs requested by a peace officer, probation officer, or treatment provider. All tests 
requested by probation officer shall be at the Defendant's expense. 
0 keep Court Informed in writing of Defendant's current mailing address and telephone number. If on supervised probation, do 
not move without first obtaining written permission from prooation officer. 
0 not comrrit a felony or a misdemeanor. 0 not violate conditions of No Contact Order. 0 Waive 4 h Amendment Search and Seizure Rights to law enforcement. 
0 do not associate with known gang members or persons identified by your probation officer. 
0 not consume alcohol and/or any other mood altering substance unless prescribed by a physician. 
0 not operate any motor vehicle upon a public roadway unless validly licensed and insured. 
0 not operate any motor vehicle after havin� consumed any quantity of alcohol. 0 functioning Interlock Device required. 
0 perform hours of community serv1ce to be completed by and P.ay all community service fees. 
0 alcohol mon1tonng/electronic monitoring/or GPS monitoring program at Defendant's expense 1f required by probation officer. 
0 complete any and all evaluations/treatment recommended by probation officer. 
0 within days enroll in, and then promptly complete,----------------------
Dated: � lfll � 
Copies to: �efendant 
0 payment schedule and terms of probation accepted. 
0 ___________________________ ��------------------------------------
Signed: 7tt;:;t � b-/ ( V  ,Judge 
�ail 
Judge No. __ _ 
0 Defense/Prosecuting Attorney 0 Misd. Prob. 0 ITO 
JUDGMENT 07/12 
10
Date: 6/9/201 6 
Time: 1 2: 1 5  PM 
Page 1 of 6 
Third Judicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-201 5-0009861-C Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Defendant: Dahl, Benjamin John 
User: WALDEMER 
State of Idaho vs. Benjamin John Dahl 
Date 
5/26/201 5  
5/28/201 5 
5/29/201 5  
6/1 /201 5 
6/4/201 5 
6/5/201 5 
6/1 9/201 5  
New Case Filed-Felony 
Affidavit Of Probable Cause 
Criminal Complaint 
Felony 
Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment ( In Custody) 05/26/201 5  01 :32 PM) 
Hearing result for Arraignment ( In Custody) scheduled on 05/26/201 5 
01 :32 PM: Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Arraignment ( In Custody) scheduled on 05/26/201 5  
01 :32 PM: Arraignment I First Appearance 
Hearing result for Arraignment ( In  Custody) scheduled on 05/26/201 5 
01 :32 PM : Constitutional Rights Warning 
Hearing result for Arraignment ( In Custody) scheduled on 05/26/201 5  
01 :32PM: Consolidation Of Files w/CR1 5-9825C 
Hearing result for Arraignment ( In Custody) scheduled on 05/26/201 5  
0 1 : 32 PM: Order Appointing Public Defender 
Hearing result for Arraignment ( In Custody) scheduled on 05/26/201 5 
01 :32PM: Commitment On Bond $25,000 total w/CR1 5-9825C 
Hearing result for Arraignment ( In Custody) scheduled on 05/26/201 5  
01 :32 PM: U pon Posting Bond - Report to Pre-Trial Release 
Hearing result for Arraignment ( In Custody) scheduled on 05/26/201 5 
01 :32 PM: Notice Pretrial Release Services 
Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary Hearing 06/04/201 5  08:30 AM) 
Request For Discovery 
Demand For Notice Of Defense Of Alibi 
PA's Response and Objection to Request For Discovery 
Bond Posted - Surety (Amount 25000.00 ) 
Request For Discovery 
PA's First Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Judge 












Gregory F. Frates 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Court Clerks Magistrate 
(999) 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Waiver Of Extradition Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Preliminary Hearing scheduled on 06/04/201 5  08:30 AM: Gregory F. Frates 
Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Preliminary Hearing scheduled on 06/04/201 5  08 :30 AM: Gregory F. Frates 
Continued-Waived time 
Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary Hearing 06/1 9/201 5  08:30 AM) Gary D. DeMeyer 
PA's Second Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Preliminary Hearing scheduled on 06/1 9/201 5 08: 30 AM: Gary D. DeMeyer 
Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Preliminary Hearing scheduled on 06/1 9/201 5 08:30 AM: Gary D. DeMeyer 
Preliminary Hearing Waived ( bound Over) 
Hearing result for Preliminary Hearing scheduled on 06/1 9/201 5 08:30 AM: Gary D .  DeMeyer 
Order Binding Defendant Over to District Court 
Hearing Scheduled (Arm. - District Court 07/02/201 5 09:00 AM) Molly J Huskey 
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Date: 6/9/201 6 
Time: 1 2:1 5 PM 
Page 2 of 6 
Third Judicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-201 5-0009861 -C Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Defendant: Dahl, Benjamin John 
User: WALDEMER 




7/1 7/201 5  
7/29/201 5  
8/1 2/201 5  
8/1 4/201 5  
8/1 9/201 5  
8/27/201 5  
9/8/201 5  
9/9/201 5 
9/1 1/201 5  
9/1 4/201 5  
9/1 5/201 5  
9/1 7/201 5  
9/1 8/201 5  
Felony 
Judge 
Information Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Arm .- District Court scheduled on 07/02/201 5  09:01 AM: Gregory M Culet 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Debora Kreidler 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 1 00 
pages 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court scheduled on 07/02/201 5  09:01 AM: Gregory M Culet 
Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court scheduled on 07/02/201 5  09:01 AM: Gregory M Culet 
Arraignment I First Appearance 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court scheduled on 07/02/201 5  09:01 AM: Gregory M Culet 
Appear & Plead Not Guilty STNW 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court scheduled on 07/02/201 5  09:01 AM: Gregory M Culet 
Notice Of Hearing 
Hearing Scheduled (Pre Trial 09/14/201 5 02:00PM) 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 1 0/20/201 5  08:30 AM) STNW 
Affidavit of Pretrial NonCompliance (w/letter) 
Motion to Suppress Pursuant to I.C. R 1 2( b) 
Memorandum in Support of Motion to Suppress 
Notice Of Hearing on Motion to Suppress 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 09/08/201 5  03:00 PM) Mtn to 
Suppress 
PA's Third Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
PA Fourth Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Response to Defendant's Motion to Suppress 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 09/08/201 5  03:00PM: 
Hearing Held - under advisement 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 09/08/201 5  03:00 PM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 1 00 
Notice of Supplemental Authority 
Thomas J Ryan 
James C. Morfitt 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Affidavit of Pre-Trial NonCompliance (w/letter) Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Pre Trial scheduled on 09/1 4/201 5 02:00 PM: Hearing Thomas J Ryan 
Held 
Hearing result for Pre Trial scheduled on 09/14/201 5 02:00PM: District Thomas J Ryan 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 1 00 
Hearing Scheduled (Conference - Status 1 0/05/201 5  01 :45PM) Thomas J Ryan 
Objection to Supplemental Authority 
Hearing Scheduled (Conference - Status 1 0/05/201 5  03:1 5PM) 
Amended Notice of Hearing 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
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Date: 6/9/201 6  
Time: 1 2:1 5 PM 
Page 3 of 6 
Third Judicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-201 5-0009861 -C Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Defendant: Dahl, Benjamin John 
User: WALDEMER 
State of Idaho vs. Benjamin John Dahl 
Date 
9/24/201 5  
1 0/5/201 5 
1 0/1 3/201 5 
1 0/14/201 5 
1 1 /5/201 5  
1 1 /9/201 5  
1 1 /1 0/201 5  
Felony 
Judge 
Memorandum Decision Upon Defendant's Motion To Suppress I DENIED Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 1 0/05/201 5 03:1 5 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 1 0/05/201 5 03:1 5 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 1 00 
Hearing Scheduled (Change of Plea 1 0/1 3/201 5  03:30 PM) Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for J ury Trial scheduled on 1 0/20/201 5  08:30 AM: Hearing James C. Morfitt 
Vacated STNW 
Hearing result for Change of Plea scheduled on 1 0/1 3/201 5 03:30 PM: 
Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Change of Plea scheduled on 1 0/1 3/201 5  03:30 PM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 1 00 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 1 2/1 5/201 5  08:30 AM) stw 
Hearing Scheduled (Conference - Status 1 1 /09/201 5 03:00 PM) 
Notice Of Hearing 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
James C. Morfitt 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Affidavit of Pretrial NonCompliance (w/letter) Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 1 1/09/201 5  03:00 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Continued 
Hearing result for Conference- Status scheduled on 1 1 /09/201 5  03:00 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 1 00 
Hearing Scheduled (Conference - Status 1 1 /1 0/201 5  01 :30 PM) Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 1 1/ 1 0/201 5  01 :30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Continued 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 1 1 /1 0/20 1 5  01 :30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 1 00 
Hearing Scheduled (Conference - Status 1 1/1 0/20 1 5  01 :30 PM) 
Affidavit of Pretrial NonCompliance (w/letter) 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Jury Trial scheduled on 1 2/1 5/201 5  08:30 AM: Hearing James C. Morfitt 
Vacated stw 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 1 1 /1 0/201 5 01 :30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 1 1/1 0/201 5  01 :30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Change Plea To Guilty Before H/t - count I & II  
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 1 1 /1 0/201 5  01 :30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Guilty Plea Advisory Form 
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Date: 6/9/201 6 
Time: 1 2:1 5 PM 
Page 4 of 6 
Third Judicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-201 5-0009861-C Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Defendant: Dahl, Benjamin John 
User: WALDEMER 
State of Idaho vs. Benjamin John Dahl 
Date 
1 1/1 0/201 5 
1 1/1 9/20 1 5  
1 1 /20/201 5 
1 1 /25/201 5  
1 1/27/201 5  
1 2/29/201 5 
1 2/30/201 5 
1/4/201 6 
1 /1 1 /201 6 
Felony 
Judge 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 1 1 /1 0/20 1 5  01 :30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Pre-Sentence I nvestigation Evaluation Ordered 
Hearing result for Conference - Status scheduled on 1 1 /1 0/20 1 5  01 :30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Commitment On Bond - $ 1 0,000.00 total 
Notice revoking bond - power# AC25751 9239 Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 01/1 1 /201 6  02:30 PM) PSI ordered Thomas J Ryan 
A Plea is Entered for Charge: - GT (137-2732(a)( 1 )(A) {F} Controlled Thomas J Ryan 
Substance-Manufacture or Deliver, or Possess with Intent to Manufacture 
or Deliver) 
A Plea is Entered for Charge:- GT (137-2732(c)( 1 )  {F} Controlled Thomas J Ryan 
Substance-Possession of) 
District Court Hearing Held Thomas J Ryan 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 1 00 
PSI Face Sheet Transmitted Thomas J Ryan 
Stipulation to enter conditional guilty plea Thomas J Ryan 
Motion for Exoneration of Bond and Conditional Request for Hearing (with Thomas J Ryan 
order) 
Order to Set Aside Forfeiture and Exonerate Bond 
Surety Bond Exonerated (Amount 25,000.00) 
Bond Posted - Surety (Amount 1 0000.00 ) 
Waiver Of Extradition 
Warrant Issued - Bench Bond amount: 25000.00 Pre-Trial Release 
Warrant - Total w/CR-201 5-9825-C Defendant: Dahl, Benjamin John 
Case Status Changed: Inactive 
Notice of Bond Forfeiture 
Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment ( I n  Custody) 01 /04/201 6 01 :30 PM) 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Court Clerks Magistrate 
(999) 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
James A (J.R.) Schiller 
Warrant Returned Pre-Trial Release Warrant - Total w/CR-201 5-9825-C Thomas J Ryan 
Defendant: Dahl, Benjamin John 
Case Status Changed: Pending 
Hearing result for Arraignment ( I n  Custody) scheduled on 01 /04/201 6  
01 :30 PM: Arraignment I First Appearance 
Hearing result for Arraignment ( I n  Custody) scheduled on 01 /04/201 6  
01 :30 PM: Constitutional Rights Warning 
Thomas J Ryan 
James A (J.R.) Schiller 
James A (J.R.) Schiller 
Hearing Scheduled (Arrn. - District Court 01/1 5/201 6  09:00 AM) Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Arrn. - District Court scheduled on 01/1 5/201 6  09:00 AM: Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing Vacated 
Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 0 1 /1 1 /201 6 02:30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Continued 
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Date: 6/9/201 6  
Time: 1 2: 1 5  PM 
Page 5 of 6 
Third Judicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-201 5-0009861 -C Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Defendant: Dahl, Benjamin John 
User: WALDEMER 
State of Idaho vs. Benjamin John Dahl 
Date 
1 /1 1 /201 6 
1 /1 2/201 6  
2/2/201 6  
2/1 8/201 6  





Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 0 1 /1 1 /20 1 6  02:30 PM: District Thomas J Ryan 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Tammy Weber 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 1 00 
Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 02/1 8/201 6  01 :45 PM) PSI re-ordered Thomas J Ryan 
PSI Face Sheet Transmitted Thomas J Ryan 
Letter From Defendant Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 02/1 8/201 6 01 :45 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 02/1 8/201 6  01 :45 PM: Final Thomas J Ryan 
Judgement, Order Or Decree Entered 
Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 02/1 8/201 6  01 :45 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Sentenced To Fine And Incarceration 
Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 02/1 8/201 6 01 :45 PM: Order Thomas J Ryan 
for DNA sample and right thumbprint 
Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 02/1 8/201 6 01 :45 PM: Notice Thomas J Ryan 
of Post J udgment Rights 
Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 2/1 8/201 6  01 :45 PM: Order Thomas J Ryan 
to dismiss Count I l l  and Count IV 
Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 02/1 8/201 6  01 :45 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Commitment - Held To Answer 
Probation Ordered (137-2732(c)( 1 )  {F} Controlled Substance-Possession Thomas J Ryan 
of) Probation term: 4 years. (Supervised) 
Sentenced To Incarceration (137-2732(a)( 1 )(A) {F} Controlled Thomas J Ryan 
Substance-Manufacture or Deliver, or Possess with Intent to Manufacture 
or Deliver) Confinement terms: Discretionary: 1 80 days. Penitentiary 
determinate: 2 years. Penitentiary indeterminate: 6 years. 
Sentenced To Incarceration ( 137-2732(c)( 1 )  {F} Controlled Thomas J Ryan 
Substance-Possession of) Confinement terms: Discretionary: 1 80 days. 
Penitentiary determinate: 2 years. Penitentiary indeterminate: 3 years. 
Case Status Changed: closed pending clerk action Thomas J Ryan 
Sentenced To Pay Fine 635.50 charge: 137-2732(a)( 1 )(A) {F} Controlled Thomas J Ryan 
Substance-Manufacture or Deliver, or Possess with Intent to Manufacture 
or Deliver 
Sentenced To Pay Fine 285.50 charge: 137-2732(c)( 1 )  {F} Controlled 
Substance-Possession of 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 1 00 
Lab Restitution Order 
Restitution Ordered 300.00 victim# 1 
Surety Bond Exonerated (Amount 1 0,000.00) 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Judgment and commitmetn and order of probation on suspended execution Thomas J Ryan 
of judgment 
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Date: 6/9/201 6  
Time: 1 2:1 5 PM 
Page 6 of 6 
Third Judicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-201 5-0009861-C Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
Defendant: Dahl, Benjamin John 
State of Idaho vs. Benjamin John Dahl 
Date 
2/29/201 6  
3/1/201 6  
3/1 8/201 6  
5/2/201 6 
Felony 
Notice of Appeal 
Appealed To The Supreme Court 
Motion to Appoint State Appellate Public Defender (w/order) 
Order Appointing State Appellate Public Defender 
S C - Order Consolidating Appeal for all Purposes 
S C - Corrected Order Consolidating Appeal for all Purposed 
Amended Notice of Appeal 
User: WALDEMER 
Judge 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
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crellted 5 24115 
[J �Custody 
IN THE DIST&::T COURT OF THE 3RD JUDI 
STATE �DAHO, IN AND FOR THE CO 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff 
vs. 






CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
AFFIDAVrlai�A�i'£YAUSE 
Case No. C lf'l£ - tJ9ef'(p/ 
Agency Case No. 1 5- 1 2 1 88 
J. Hoeksema 128  of the Caldwell Police Department 
being first duly sworn, state that the following is true and accurate. 
The following acts occurred at: 19419 Brush Creek Ave. in Caldwell , Canyon County, State of Idaho 
Time Occurred At: 0836 hours on the date of 05/23/2015 
Crime(s) alleged to have been committed: PCS w intent to deliver 37-2732/Paraphernalia 37-2734A/Injury to child (F) 18-1501 
1. Please state what you did or observed that gives you reason to believe the individual(s) committed the 
crime(s) alleged: 
On May 23, 2015 at approximately 0836 hours, I responded to I 94 1 9  Brush Creek Ave. in Caldwell, Idaho, to serve a confirmed felony 
warrant on James David whom I made contact with there the previous week. Upon arrival I made contact with the home owner, Eleanor 
(Ellie) Dahl. I advised Ellie the reason for police presence. ***NOTE*** I made contact with Benjamin (Ben) Dahl (Ellie's son who 
reside in the home) and James David earlier this week for a car theft complaint. Having knowledge that Benjamin and James are 
acquaintances, I asked Ellie if I could make sure James was not in the residence and maybe speak with Benjamin about James 
whereabouts. 
Ellie escorted me upstairs where she knocked on Ben's bedroom door. After a short period of time, Ben opened the door. I asked Ben if 
James was in his room and he said no. Consent was granted to search for James in his room. Inside the room I noted it to be dirty and 
foul smelling. I noted Ben's son, C.D. (do as lying on the bed. While searching the bedroom for James, I observed in 
plain view a glass pipe that appeared to be white crystal like substance that I recognized to be used commonly to smoke 
Methamphetamine (Meth). The glass pipe was on a semi large mirror on top of the dresser in the walk in closet. On the mirror was a 
white crystal like substance that was neatly divided into rows. Multiple bundles of U.S. currency were also on the mirror. 
I advised Ben of his Miranda warning before questioning him about my findings. Ben confirmed to me he understood. Ben consented to a 
search of the room after his son was taken down stairs by his mother, Ellie. Inside of the room I located the following: 
- New and used hypodermic needles without lids on the floor of the closet. The needles were only a few feet from the bed where C.D. 
was sleeping. The child could have of easily come into contact with the needles which Ben said he used to shoot up with Meth. 
- Knifes through out the room. 
- Glenfield I 2 gauge shotgun (model 778/serial # 1 880299 1 )  that was between the bed and wall. 
- 3.3 grams (TPW) of Brown substance (Admitted Hash by Ben) 
- 2.0 grams (TPW) of crystal like substance (suspected Meth) 
- I .0 grams (TPW) of black tar ball (Admitted Heroin by Ben) 
- 20 White pills (Admitted Hydrocodone) 
- 9 round blue pills (Admitted Oxycotin) 
- 6 oval blue pills (Admitted Oxycotin) 
- U.S. currency in increments of $ 1 00, $50's, $20's, $ 1  O's, and I dollar bills rapped in rubber bands totaling $ 1 ,056 
- Hundreds of small clear plastic bags 
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S\veral Bongs fashioned out of sippy for children (located on the shelving upbove dresser in the closet) 
- 5 digital scales 
- 2 Mirrors with white crystal like substance with testable amount of residue on it. 
-Black security safe concealing a white crystal like substance (Admitted Meth 5.0 grams TPW) 
- Larger black safe containing a clear plastic bag with crystal like substance (Testable amount) 
- Tin with numerous glass pipes 
Among the paraphernalia and drugs in the closet were jugs of Acetone and rubbing alcohol. I viewed a glass beaker on top of the dresser 
as well. Due to the following observations, Ben was questioned for the manufacturing of Meth. Ben stated he doesn't manufacture Meth, 
but the Meth he buys in quantity is then put through a purification process using a coffee filter, Acetone and rubbing alcohol. The process 
in which he purifies the Meth is done in the closet. A respirator was also located in the closet. 
While on scene, multiple sample of the white crystal like substance were tested obtaining a presumptive positive for Methamphetamine 
using a NARK Test Kit# 15. 
Upon further interview with Ben, he stated he sells Meth and has been for approximately 6 months. Ben told me the U.S. currency 
located was from his drug sells. 
Ben was then taken into custody for the above charges. Ben was placed into hand restraints, the cuffs were checked for tightness, and 
double locked. Ben was left in the care and custody of the jail staff. 
H&W responded to the scene were they placed C.D. with family members and the safety plan was established. 
Back at CPD, the listed items were package and placed into evidence. The Admitted Hash, Heroin, and Meth was sent to the state lab for 
further testing results. Audio and photo's were downloaded to CPD's I-drive. 
2. What further information do you have regarding what others did or observed giving you reasonable 
grounds to believe that the individual(s) committed the crime(s) alleged? 
3. Set out any information you have and its source as to why a warrant instead of a summons should be 
issued. 
For additional information, see report narrative. 
Dated ��� 
Affiant � /Zfi 
SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before� ___ __,L..C-_,Z""'L(..,!_-" ..__"------
.a•'"""''' 
Not�� �blic for Ida':!-� � '-�o'tT CJl;••,,,� 
Res1dmg m _ ____!y����L.I!d�o.l4--- --=------'' Idaho/�-.... ��\ 
My Commission Expires /o- Z $-17 / ll 0 T <4-t \ .,0 \ • J.. t • i �•- I : : � I : \ <P� lls L 1 c 1 I 
� � . -
""1... Jl � �« "� ········�o .. � 




\ • D 
P.M. 
dm 
BRYAN F. TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
MAY 2 6 2015 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
T EDWARDS, DEPUTY 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 




CASE NO. CR 2015-__.Jo/6...__· "-'-. ·_b___l!./ ___ _ 
CRIMINAL COMPLAINT 
COUNT I - POSSESSION OF 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE WITH 
INTENT TO DELIVER 
Felony, I.C. §37-2732(a)(1)(A) 
COUNT II - POSSESSION OF 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
Felony, I.C. §37-2732(c)(1) 
COUNT III - POSSESSION OF 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
Felony, I.C. §37-2732(c)(1) 
COUNT IV- POSSESSION OF 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 




STATE OF IDAHO ) 
ss 
County of Canyon ) 
PERSONALLY APPEARED Before me this Zb day of May, 2015, 
, of the Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney's Office, who being 
duly sworn, complains and says: 
COUNT I 
That the Defendant, Benjamin J Dahl, on or about the 23rd day of May, 2015, in 
tbe County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled substance, to-wit: 
Methamphetamine, a Schedule II controlled substance, with the intent to deliver the 
aforementioned controlled substance. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code, Section 37-2732(a)(1)(A) and against the power, 
peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
COUNT II 
That the Defendant, Benjamin J Dahl, on or about the 23rd day of May, 2015, in 
�he County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled substance, to-wit: 
�eroin, a Schedule I narcotic controlled substance. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code, Section 37-2732(c)(1) and against the power, 
peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
COUNT III 
That the Defendant, Benjamin J Dahl, on or about the 23rd day of May, 2015, in 
the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled substance, to-wit: 





All of which is contrary to Idaho Code, Section 37-2732(c)(l) and against the power, 
peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
COUNT IV 
That the Defendant, Benjamin J Dahl, on or about the 23rd day of May, 2015, in 
the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled substance, to-wit: 
Oxycodone, a Schedule II controlled substance. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code, Section 37-2732(c)(l) and against the power, 
peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
COMPLAINT 
Complainant 




THIRD J UDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
(gl ARRAIGNMENT (gl IN-CUSTODY 0 SENTENCING I CHANGE OF PLEA 
STATE OF I DAHO, 
-vs-
Benjamin John Dahl 




(gl Defendant's Attorney Mandy Hessing 
ADVISEMENT OF RIGHTS: Defendant 
) Case No. CR1 5-9861 C,CR1 5-9825C 
Plaintiff ) 
) Date: 05/26/201 5  
) 
Defendant. ) Judge: Smyser 
) 
) Recording: Mag7(406-41 4) 
) 
(gl Prosecutor Chris Boyd 
D Interpreter 
t8J was informed of the charges against him/her and all legal rights, including the right to be represented by 
counsel. 
(gl requested court appointed counsel . D waived right to counsel. 
(gllndigency hearing held. 
(gl Court appointed public defender. D Court denied court-appointed counsel. 
[8]PRELIMINARY HEARING: 
(gl Preliminary Hearing set 
Statutory time waived: DYes (giNo 
June 4, 201 5  at 8:30 a.m.  
D Preliminary Hearing Waived 
before J udge Frates 
BAIL: State recommends bail set at $50,000 with Pre Trial Release Services 
D Released on written citation promise to appear 
D Released on own recognizance ( O . R.) 
D Released to pre-trial release officer. 
D No Contact Order D entered D continued 
0Address Verified 
D Corrected Address: __ 
D Released on bond previously posted. 
(gl Remanded to the custody of the sheriff. 
(gl Bail set at $25,000 total 
[g) Cases consolidated 
(gl Defendant to Report to Pretrial Release Services 
upon posting bond. 
OTHER: Ms. Hessing requested bail set at $1 0.000 in these matters. 
ARRAIGNMENT I FIRST APPEARANCE 




THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF I DAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF I DAHO/or 
FILED � ltJ /IS AT Y l4 P.M. 
CLERK OF ��CT COURT 







0(2_) s -c:=:t�C.. 
Case No. CA.tS-'1�1G 
ORDER A P POINTING PUBLIC 
DEFENDER 
_________________________________ ) 
The Court being fully advised as to the application of the above-named applicant and it appearing to 
be a proper case, 
IT I S  H EREBY ORDERED that the Canyon County Public Defender be, and hereby is, appointed for 
0 THE MATTE R SHALL BE SET FOR ________________________________ __ 
Dated: 5f;;xp /1 S 
6 I n  Custody -- Bond $ 'l J, 00 U 
D Released: D O.R. ' 
D on bond previously posted · 
D to PreTrial Release 
Juvenile: D In Custody 
0 Released to------------------------
D No Contact Order entered. 
�Cases consolidated. 
D Discovery provided by State. 
D Interpreter required. 
D Additional charge of FT A. 
Original--Court File 
ORDER A P POINTING PUBLIC 
DEFENDER 
Yellow- Public Defender Pink--Prosecuting Attorney 
2/06 
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THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
• e 
FILED 5/:dl-C//S AT Ul 4�. 
cL;RK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
BY�;ts;/-:� , DEPUTY 










Case No. C/l.JS- q '{"CJ,JC 




0 Conditional Release/Pretrial Services A�elease on Own Recognizance �Commitment on Bond 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED the defendant abide by the following conditions of release: 
0 Defendant is Ordered released 
0 On own recognizance 0 Placed on probation 0 Case Dismissed 
�ond having been set in the sum of $ � 5( 00 U �otal Bond 
0 Bond having been 0 increased 0 reduced to the sum of $ 0 Total Bond 
;z{upon posting bond, defendant must report to the Canyon County Pretrial Services office as stated below: 
.E:r"Defendant shall report to the Canyon County Pretrial Services Office and follow the standard reporting conditions: 
Zcomply with a curfew designated by the Court or standard curfew set by Pretrial Services------­
A::( Not consume or possess alcoholic beverages or mood altering substances without a valid prescription. 
�ubmit to evidentiary testing for alcohol and/or drugs as requested by Pretrial Services at defendant's expense. 
D Not operate or be in the driver's position of any motor vehicle. 
D Abide by any No Contact Order and its conditions. 
D Submit to D GPS D Alcohol monitoring as directed by Pretrial Services. 
Defendants Ordered to submit to GPS or alcohol monitoring shall make arrangements with a provider 
approved by Pretrial Services, prior to release. 
OTH ER=------------------------------------------------------------
Failure by defendant to comply with the rules and/or reporting conditions and/or requirements of release as 
Ordered by the Court may result in the revocation of release and return to the custody of the Sheriff. 
Dated: 5,/&ee;, / I S 
. �hite - Court �ow - Jail/Pretrial Services �ink - Defendant 1 0/1 1 
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STATE OF IDAHO 
-vs-
BENJAMI N  JOHN DAHL 
0 True Name 
Corrected Name: 
A P PEARANCES: 
• • 
THIRD JUDICIAL D ISTRICT, STATE OF I DAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
CONTINUED HEARING 
) Case No. CR-201 5-9861-C 
Plaintiff ) CR-201 5-9825-C 
) 
) Date: June 4, 201 5 
) 
Defendant. ) J udge: Gregory Frates 
) 
) Recording: Mag 6 (841 -842) 
) 
) Hearing: Preliminary Hearing 
) 
12J Defendant 1:81Defendant's Attorney - Kimberly Simmons 
1:81 Prosecutor - Josh VanSwearingen 0 I nterpreter -
PROCEEDINGS: This matter shall be 
0 Other -
1:81 continued to June 1 9. 201 5 at 8:30 a.m. before Judge DeMeyer 
0 per stipulation of counsel 1:81 at the request of 0 State 1:81 DefendanUCounsel 
1:81 to allow Ms. Simmons time with the defendant to review the offer presented by the State. 
BAIL: The Defendant was 
--o released on own recognizance (O.R.). 
0 remanded to custody of the sheriff. 
0 Bail set $ __ _ 
1:81 released to pre-trial release officer. 
1:81 released on bond previously posted. 
OTHER: I n  response to the Courts inquiry. Mr. VanSwearingen advised the state had no objection to a 
continuance. 
The Defendant waived Statutory time in this matter. 
__ i/(JI,.£....L.-"'lu��--l------'Deputy Clerk 
CONTINUED HEARING 08/2009 
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• • 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF I DAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRELIMINARY HEARING 
STATE OF I DAHO 
-vs-
BENJAMI N  JOHN DAHL, 




[gl Prosecutor CHRISTOPHER BOYD 
PROCEEDINGS: 
) Case No. CR-1 5-9861 -C & CR-1 5-9825-C 
Plaintiff ) 
) Date: 6/1 9/1 5 
) 
Defendant. ) Judge: DEMEYER 
) 
) Recording: MAG 2 ( 901 -903) 
) 
[gl Defendant's Attorney KIMBERLY SIMMONS 
D Interpreter 
[gl Preliminary hearing waived; Defendant bound over to District Court. 
[gl State's recommendations: Ms. Simmons informed the Court the defendant waived the preliminary 
hearing in order to preserve the States offer. 
COURT'S RULING: 
D Probable cause fou nd for amended charge. 
[gl Defendant held to answer to the District Court. District Court Arraignment set for 7/2/1 5 at 9:00 a.m. 
before Judge HUSKEY. 
[gl Misdemeanor case(s) continued consolidated with felony case for further proceedings. 
D Motion for bond reduction continued until the time of District Court Arraignment. 
BAIL: The Defendant was 
--cl Released on own recognizance (O.R.). 
D Remanded to custody of the sheriff. 
D Bail set $ __ _ 
OTHER: __ 
PRELIMINARY HEARING 
[gl Released to pre-trial release officer - CONTINUED 
D Released on bond previously posted. 
VY\L(fl�, Deputy Clerk 
07/2009 
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Third Judicial District Court, State of Idaho 
In and For the coA of Canyon 
1 1 1 5 Alban�reet 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Filed: llict{l2 
Clerk of t.istrict Court 
at Cf 03q___, M 
By -�ffl"----'l{�(l�y\_t_:;_;t V)--�, _ _ , Deputy 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) 
Case No: CR- )5--9�(0 1 -G 
vs. 
ORDER BINDING DEFENDANT OVER TO 
DISTRICT COURT 
in this case on the I qf11 day of Preliminary hearing having been 0 waived �held 
JtAfK..; , 20 ---"LS ___ and the Court being fully satisfied that a public offense has been 
committed and that there is probable or sufficient cause to believe the Defendant guilty thereof, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Defendant herein be held to answer in the District Court of the Third 
Judicial District of The State of Idaho, in and for the County of Canyon, to the charge of Q'unt-1 - fos5e9SIOYI of 
iliY\�l�d Sv.b-s1ane&wtth lnifn+±> ckl 1�&v '37-d.l�&(!j@) ·laarn 1-- �0'55i?510YlOt tbrt-hd�dS�.tbsianc�/> 
Cm�:b - �IOJl()t{bntYDI�� wb?-fan£1> 31-li?J{c)CI) . coun+tt Pc55e9Sf0flat �irGt&rL ) Su,bs�ncL 1J1- :L7�(c)C0 
�3r-d\ day of_m....;;.:;.:a�Tt------a felony, committed in Canyon County, Idaho on or about the 
20 ' 5  
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Defendant herein shall be arraigned before the District Court of 
the Third Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Canyon, on the 1- day of 
J �l�� ' 20 1 s at G1 ·, ou a.m. 




Defendant's personal recognizance release is D continued D ordered. 
Defendant's release to Pre-Trial Release Officer is �continued D ordered. 
YOU,  THE SHERIFF OF CANYON COUNTY, IDAHO, are commanded to receive into your 
custody and detain the Defendant until legally discharged. Defendant is to be admitted to bail in 
the sum of $ _______ _ 





BRYAN F. TAYLOR 
- F I A.�\2,� Q.M. 
JUN 2 3 2015 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
8 DOMINGUEZ, DEPUTY 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391  
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 






CASE NO. CR201 5-09861 
INFORMATION 
COUNT I - POSSESSION OF 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE WITH 
INTENT TO DELIVER 
Felony, I.C. §37-2732(a)(l )(A) 
COUNT II - POSSESSION OF 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
Felony, I.C. §37-2732(c)( 1 )  
COUNT III - POSSESSION OF 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
Felony, I.C. §37-2732(c)(1 )  
COUNT IV - POSSESSION OF 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
Felony, I.C. §37-2732(c)(1 )  
BRYAN F .  TAYLOR, Prosecuting Attorney in and for the County of Canyon, 
State of Idaho, who in the name and by authority of said state prosecutes in its behalf, in proper 
person comes into the above entitled Court and informs said Court that the above name 





POSSESSION OF CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE WITH INTENT TO DELIVER 
Felony 
Idaho Code Section 37-2732(a)( 1 )(A) 
POSSESSION OF CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE (3 COUNTS) 
Felony 
Idaho Code Section 37-2732(c)( 1 )  
committed as follows: 
COUNT I 
That the Defendant, Benjamin J Dahl, on or about the 23rd day ofMay, 201 5 , in 
the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled substance, to-wit: 
Methamphetamine, a Schedule II controlled substance, with the intent to deliver the 
aforementioned controlled substance. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code, Section 37-2732(a)(1 )(A) and against the power, 
peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
COUNT II 
That the Defendant, Benjamin J Dahl, on or about the 23rd day of May, 201 5, in 
the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled substance, to-wit: 
Heroin, a Schedule I narcotic controlled substance. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code, Section 37-2732(c)(1 )  and against the power, 
peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
COUNT III 
That the Defendant, Benjamin J Dahl, on or about the 23rd day of May, 201 5, in 
the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled substance, to-wit: 





All of which is contrary to Idaho Code, Section 37-2732(c)(1) and against the power, 
peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
COUNT IV 
That the Defendant, Benjamin J Dahl, on or about the 23rd day of May, 201 5, in 
the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled substance, to-wit: 
Oxycodone, a Schedule II controlled substance. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code, Section 37-2732(c)( 1 )  and against the power, 
peace and dignity of the State of ldaho. 
DATED this [tfL day of June, 201 5. 
INFORMATION 
MA THEW R. BEVER for 
BRYAN F. TAYLOR 




I N  THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THI RD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF I DAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESI DING: GREGORY M. CULET DATE: JULY 2,  201 5  
THE STATE O F  I DAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 














CASE NOS: CR-201 5-9861 -C 
CR-201 5-9825-C 
TIME: 9:01 A.M.  
REPORTED BY: Debora Kreidler 
DCRT 5 (91 9-922) 
This having been the time heretofore set for arraignment in the above entitled 
matters, the State was represented by Mr. Dallin Creswell , Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
for Canyon County; and the defendant was present in court with counsel ,  Mr. David 
Smethers. 
The Court determined the defendant received and reviewed a copy of the 
Information,  and his true name was charged. 
The Court advised the defendant of the charged and the possible penalties for 
the same. 
The Court further advised the defendant the charges could be ordered to run 
consecutively and if he was not a citizen of the United States and pled guilty, or was 
found guilty of any criminal offense, it could have immigration consequences to include, 
COURT MINUTES 




deportation from the United States, inability to obtain legal status in the United States, 
or denial of an application for United States citizenship. 
In  answer to the Courts inquiry, the defendant indicated he understood the 
charges and possible penalties provided by law upon a conviction. 
Mr. Smethers indicated the defendant waived formal reading of the Information;  
would enter a plea of not guilty at this time, and demand speedy trial. 
The Court set this matter for pretrial conference the 1 4th day of September, 
201 5  at 2:00 p.m. before the Honorable Judge Ryan, and a four (4) day jury trial to 
commence on the 20th day of October, 201 5  at 8:30 a.m., before the Honorable 
Senior Judge Morfitt. 
The defendant was released to Pretrial Services on the bond previously posted . 
COURT MINUTES 
JULY 2 ,  201 5 Page 2 
[l# Deputy Clerk 
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• 
Kimberly Simmons, Deputy Public Defender, ISB #6909 
Tera A. Harden, Chief Public Defender, ISB #6052 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER'S OFFICE 
Canyon County Administration Building 
1 1 1  N. 1 1 th Ave, Suite 120 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Telephone: 208-649-1 8 1 8  
Facsimile: 208-649-1 8 1 9  
Email: ksimmons@canyonco.org 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
F I A.� ?J;Q q.M .
JUL 2 9 2015 
Jf(\"+)'t(f'.i\9qqJ�TY CLEfiK 
\ \j \1"1 V l)OEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 





Case Nos . CR-201 5-09825 & 
CR-20 1 5-09861 J 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS PURSUANT 
TO I .C.R.  1 2(b) 
COMES NOW, the Defendant, BENJAMIN DAHL, by and through the Canyon County 
Public Defender, KIMBERLY J. SIMMONS, hereby moves this Honorable Court for an 
ORDER, pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 12(b), suppressing evidence on the grounds that it was 
illegally obtained. This motion is for the reason that the State's evidence, including the 
statements of the Defendant, were seized without a warrant and in violation of the Fourth 
Amendment of the United States Constitution and Article 1 ,  § 1 7  of the Idaho Constitution. 
Defendant respectfully requests oral argument and evidentiary hearing. A memorandum in 
support of this Motion is forthcoming. 
DATED this 29th day of July, 201 5 .  
Attorney for the Defendant 
MOTION TO SUPPRES S  EVIDENCE,CR-20 15-09825- pg. 1 
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,• • 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this 29th day of July, 201 5, a copy of the foregoing MOTION TO 
SUPPRESS EVIDENCE was served on the following named persons at the addresses shown and 
in the manner indicated. 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5  Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Clerk of the Court-Criminal Proceeding 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5  Albany Street, Rm 201 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ x] Hand Delivery-Court Mailbox 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ x] Hand Delivery 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
Canyon County Public Defender's Office 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS EVIDENCE,CR-2015-09825- pg. 2 
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, ' 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KIMBERLY SIMMONS, ISB #6909 
Deputy Public Defender 
Canyon County Administration Building 
1 1 1  N. 1 1th Ave, Suite 120 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Telephone: 208-649- 1 8 1 8  
Facsimile: 208-649- 1 8 1 9  
Email: ksimmons@canyonco.org 
• F 1 A.��.M. 
AUG 1 2 2015 
Cf.f'iY�� ��UNTY CLERK 
�\1\JV  �DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 





Case Nos. CR-2015-09825 & 
CR-201 5-09861  ../' 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
COMES NOW, BENJMAIN DAHL, Defendant above-named, by and through counsel, 
KIMBERLY J. SIMMONS, Canyon County Public Defender's office, and submits the following 
memorandum in support of Mr. Dahl' s  Motion to Suppress, which is now on file with the Court. 
I. BRIEF SUMMARY OF FACTS 
On May 23rd, 201 5  at 8:36 a.m., Officers Hoeksema and Hemmert of the Caldwell Police 
Department responded to 1 9419  Brush Creek Ave. in Caldwell, Idaho to serve a felony warrant 
upon James David. The Officers had made contact with Mr. David at this residence, one-time, a 
week earlier in regards to a car theft complaint. The Officers had no information that Mr. David 
lived at this residence. After knocking on the door for several minutes, 8-year old Alyssa Dahl 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUPPRESS,CR-201 5-09825- pg. 1 
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, . .  
answered the door. When the Officers asked Alyssa if "James" was there, she responded, 
"Who?" They then asked if "Ben" was there to which she responded, "I don't know." She then, 
pursuant to the Officer' s  request, went to look for Ben. While she was gone, the door was closed 
and an Officer comments, "You see, back in the day, I used to stick my foot in the door, and they 
got mad at me." 
When Alyssa returns a few minutes later, she tells the Officers that she thinks he is still 
sleeping, impliedly referring to "Ben." The Officer then asks if her parents are awake. Her 
response is inaubible. 1 The Officer then asks her to open the door for "officer safety reasons," 
states that they just need one adult to talk to and requests that the girl go get one of her parents. 
The Officer then asks the 8-year old for permission to come into the home. She acquiesces to the 
Officers' requests and leaves the Officers alone inside the residence. 
Dakota, Alyssa' s 1 2-year old autistic brother, appears and the Officer asks him if 
"James" is in the residence. The following is the exchange between Dakota and the Officer: 
Officer: When' s  the last time you saw him? (6: 34) 
Dakota: I have no idea. 
Officer: You have no idea? Is Gab-Gabrielle here? Brie? 
Dakota: Uh - No. 
Officer: Where's  she at? 
Dakota: I have no idea. 
Officer: Is your brother Ben here? 
Dakota: I have no idea either. 
1 Counsel usually relies on the written police reports for a recitation of the alleged facts, however, neither 
Officer Hoeksema or Hemmert included this exchange in their reports. Counsel reviewed the disclosed audio from 
the Officer in order to relay a more accurate account. For example, Officer Hemmert writes in his report that Officer 
Hoeksema made contact with an adult and was granted entry. The audio clearly indicates that the Officer asked for 
consent from the 8-year old girl to gain entry into the house. 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUPPRESS,CR-20 1 5-09825- pg. 2 
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At this point, Alyssa returns and indicates that her mother is coming. Almost 2-minutes passed 
since the Officer's gained entry into the residence. 
The Officer finally makes contact with Ellie Dahl, Ben's mother, and first addresses the 
car theft incident that had occurred a week before. He then asks her if "Brie" is still living there, 
to which she responds that Brie has been staying there off and on but that she's not there now. 
Then, the Officer asks her about James. Ms. Dahl tells the Officer that James doesn't come by 
very often, and she doesn't know where he is staying. The Officer proceeds to tell her that James 
has a felony warrant for his arrest and warns her against harboring a fugitive. Ms. Dahl then 
gives the Officer permission to go upstairs to "at least clear and make sure he is not [there]" 
because James was at the house before with Benjamin. 
Ms. Dahl knocks on Ben' s door, telling him that the police would like to see his room 
and make sure that James isn't there. Officer Hoeksema then tells Ben to send James out if he is 
in there. Ben comes to the door and tells the Officer that James is not there. The Officer asks 
Ben if he can have a look and then enters Ben's room. Ben's response is inaudible, though the 
Officer' s report indicates that Ben granted consent for the Officer to enter and search for James. 
Ben indicates that his toddler son is the only other person in the room. 
As he is entering, Ben, pursuant to questioning, indicates he saw James the day before, in 
a van. The Officer then asks to move past Ben to gain further entry into the room. Inside the 
closet, the Officer states he sees a pipe in plain view lying on top of a dresser. He requests that 
Ben step out of the room to speak with him, and the Officer advises Ben of his Miranda rights. 
Ben proceeds to make several incriminating statements regarding drug paraphernalia and 
controlled substances inside the room. Though it is not clearly heard in the audio, the Officer 
indicates in his report that he received permission from Ben to search the room for further 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUPPRESS,CR-2015-09825- pg. 3 
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evidence of controlled substances and paraphernalia. The officer located several items of 
suspected drug paraphernalia, methamphetamine, hash, heroin, hydrocodone, oxycotin, and U.S. 
currency, amongst other items. Ben was subsequently arrested for Possession of Controlled 
Substance with the intent to deliver, Possession of Drug Paraphernalia and Injury to Child. 
II. ARGUMENT 
Mr. Dahl's  Fourth Amendment Rights Were Violated When Officers Entered The Dahl 
Residence Without A Search Warrant 
"[I]t is beyond dispute that the home is entitled to special protection as the center of the 
private lives of our people." Minnesota v. Layne, 526 U.S. 603, 6 1 0  ( 1999). "We have, after all, 
lived our whole national history with an understanding of 'the ancient adage that a man's house 
is his castle [to the point that t]he poorest man may in his cottage bid defiance to all the forces of 
the Crown.'" Georgia v. Randolph, 547 U.S. 1 03,  1 1 5 (2006) (quoting Miller v. United States, 
357 u.s. 301 , 307 ( 1 958)). 
The Fourth Amendment to the United States Constitution safeguards "[t]he right of the 
people to be secure in their . . .  houses . . .  against unreasonable searches and seizures." The core 
of the Fourth Amendment is "the right of a man to retreat into his own home and there be free of 
unreasonable governmental intrusion." Silverman v. United States, 365 U.S. 505, 5 1 1  ( 196 1 ) .  
An officer's warrantless entry into a residence is presumptively unreasonable and prohibited by 
the Fourth Amendment. Welsh v. Wisconsin, 466 U.S. 740, 748 ( 1 984); State v. Curl, 1 25 Idaho 
224, 225 ( 1 993); State v. Abeyta, 1 3 1  Idaho 704, 707 (Ct.App. 1 998). Any physical intrusion into 
the structure of a home by an officer without a warrant, by even a fraction of an inch, is too much 
for Fourth Amendment purposes. State v. Maland, 1 40 Idaho 8 1 7, 822 (2004). 
Warrants are not required, however, if a search falls under "a few specifically established 
and well-delineated exceptions." Katz v. United States, 389 U.S. 347, 357 ( 1 967); Coolidge v. 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUPPRESS,CR-2015-09825- pg. 4 
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New Hampshire, 403 U.S. 443, 455 ( 1 97 1 ). See also State v. Brauch, 1 33 Idaho 2 1 5, 2 1 8  
( 1 999); State v. Ham, 1 1 3 Idaho 405, 406 (Ct.App. 1 987). These exceptions include exigent 
circumstances, Payton v. New York, 445 U.S. 573, 589-90 ( 1980); Curl, 1 25 Idaho 224, and 
consent. United States v. Matlock, 4 1 5  U.S. 1 64 ( 1 974); Abeyta, 1 3 1  Idaho 704. The burden is 
on the State to show the applicability of an exception to the warrant requirement. Coolidge, 403 
U.S. at 455; Brauch, 1 33 Idaho 2 1 5; State v. Johnson, 1 10 Idaho 5 1 6, 522 ( 1986). If the State 
fails to meet its burden, the evidence obtained as a result of the illegal search, including later­
discovered evidence derived from the original unlawful search, is inadmissible in court under the 
exclusionary rule. State v. Bishop, 146 Idaho 804, 8 1 0- 1 1 (2009); State v. Page, 140 Idaho 84 1 ,  
846 (2004). 
In this case, the Officers were given consent to enter the home by 8-year old Alyssa Dahl, 
a minor. The question before this Court is whether such consent is valid. Ultimately, this Court 
must consider whether it is appropriate to permit a child of such a young age to bind the rights of 
parents and older siblings. Mr. Dahl asserts, that in this case, it is not appropriate and the 
consent of Alyssa is invalid. Any person giving consent must have either "actual authority," or 
"apparent authority," to give consent. Illinois v. Rodriguez, 497 U.S. 1 77 ( 1 990). The State has 
the burden of establishing that the person who gave consent had common authority over the 
premises. !d. In this case, it is not reasonable to believe that 8-year old Alyssa has the actual or 
the apparent authority to give consent. 
A child cannot waive the privacy rights of her parents or older siblings. People v. Jacobs, 
729 P.2d 757 (Cal. 1 987). A child of 8 years of age does not have the actual or apparent 
authority to permit even a superficial survey of the rooms of the house. !d. at 73.  "A child is 
much more likely to merely acquiesce to a claim of authority than to make an independent and 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUPPRESS,CR-2015-09825- pg. 5 
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informed decision, especially when the parents are not home and the police officers arrived 
unexpectedly and in the midst of an investigation." Abdella v. O 'Toole, 343 F.Supp.2d 1 29 
(D.Conn. 2004). Further, a child does not usually have dominion over the home equal to that of 
a parent or other adult living in the home. Commonwealth v. Garcia, 478 Pa. 406 ( 1 978). 
Some courts have held that the level of maturity and responsibility of a child directly 
impacts the question of actual or apparent authority. In cases where a child has been held to 
have actual authority to consent to a police search of their parent's  property did so under factual 
circumstances very different than those presented here: an adult was present, the child had 
contacted the police, or the child was a victim or witness to the crime that led to the search. 
O 'Toole at 1 37. The officers in this case crossed the threshold of the home based upon the 
acquiescence of an 8-year old little girl. The Officers were in the midst of an investigation, they 
had not been called to the home by the child (or by any other occupant), and the parents were not 
present when the child answered the door. The moment the officers entered the home, a search 
without a warrant occurred without valid consent. Without valid consent, the State must produce 
evidence that exigent circumstances existed to negate the requirement for a warrant. 
The Officers were not there to investigate a crime that may have occurred at the 
residence. They were there looking for James David, who had an outstanding arrest warrant. 
The only information they had was that Mr. David had been at the home earlier in the week. 
There is no information that he was living there or that he was in the home on the day in 
question. The State does not have any evidence to meet the burden that exigent circumstances 
existed in this case. 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUPPRESS,CR-2015-09825- pg. 6 
40
III. CONCLUSION 
The State cannot meet its burden to show that valid consent or exigent circumstances 
existed to justify a warrantless entry into the Dahl residence. Any events, including the consent 
of Ms. Dahl, after this moment are vitiated. The evidence seized from Benjamin Dahl' s  room 
and the statements made by him to the Officers should be suppressed. A man's residence is a 
place especially protected against unreasonable police intrusion pursuant to constitutional 
safeguards. The violation of Mr. Dahl's  rights under the Fourth Amendment to the U.S. 
Constitution, and Article I, Section 17 of the Idaho Constitution require suppression of this 
evidence. 
DATED this 1 21h day of August, 2015 .  
Attorney for the Defendant 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUPPRESS,CR-2015-09825- pg. 7 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this l 21h day of August, 201 5, a copy of the foregoing MEMORANDUM 
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUPPRESS was served on the following named persons at the 
addresses shown and in the manner indicated. 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Clerk of the Court -Criminal Proceeding 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street, Rm 20 1 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[x] Hand Delivery-Court Mailbox 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[x] Hand Delivery 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
Canyon County Public Defender' s Office 




BRYAN F.  TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
• 
_F_I A.k ij� 
AUG 2 7 2015 
q��yoN COUNTY CLERK \"'-  DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
I THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
BENJAMIN J DAHL, 
Defendant 
CASE NO. CR201 5-09861  
RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION 
TO SUPPRESS 
COMES NOW, the Plaintiff, State of ldaho, and submits the following Response to 
Defendant's Motion to Suppress: 
Statement of Facts 
On May 23rd of 20 1 5  officers with the Caldwell Police Department became aware that 
James David had a felony warrant. One of the Officers, Officer Hoeksema, had seen him the 
week prior at 1 94 1 9  Brush Creek Avenue in Caldwell. As a result at about 8:30 a.m. Officers 
Hoeksema, Hemmert, and Crupper of the Caldwell Police Department all went to that address. 
When Officers arrived at the address Officer Hoeksema knocked on the front door and a 
young sounding female answered the door. 1 Initially officers asked about the wanted person, but 
1 See Audio recording marked as State's exhibit # 1 for full conversation and times. 
RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S 
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then asked if "Ben" was home, referring to the defendant. This young female returned and stated 
that she believed Ben was asleep. Officers then asked to speak with an adult and asked to enter 
the home. The young female consented to the officers stepping inside. This occurs two minutes 
and twelve seconds after the initial knock. Once within the home Officers stood waiting for an 
adult to come to the front door area. After waiting inside for two minutes and forty four seconds 
the homeowner, Eleanor Dahl, came out and Officer Hoeksema eventually asked if the wanted 
person was there. Ms. Dahl said he was not there. Officer Hoeksema then asked to search Ben's 
room by asking "do you mind if we go up there and at least clear to make sure he is not here?'' 
Ms. Dahl responds with "ya." Officers are escorted upstairs where Ms. Dahl knocks on the 
defendant's bedroom door telling the defendant why the police were there. This occurs just short 
of a minute after initially speaking with the homeowner. It appears this was the first notice to the 
defendant that law enforcement was there, and it occurs three minutes and forty seconds after the 
young female consented to the initial entry. 
A full minute after first knocking the defendant answers his bedroom door and Officer 
Hoeksema tells the defendant why they are there. Eventually the defendant is asked about 
searching his room for the wanted person when he was asked "do you mind if I look?" There is 
no audible response from the defendant, but Officer Hoeksema says "appreciate it" and writes in 
his report that he was granted consent. It sounds as if Officer Hoeksema begins entering the 
room and then once within asks the defendant "can I move past you real quick I just want to 
check that real fast?" As Officer Hoeksema is asking this second question the defendant says 
something that is not understandable. Officer Hoeksema appears to still feel the defendant is 
granting consent to search for the wanted person. During this brief search for the wanted person 
the defendant does not ever audibly deny consent or limit consent. Further once the initial search 
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is completed Officer Hoeksema tells the defendant "you allowed me into your room," and the 
defendant does not correct that claimed consent or claim consent wasn't given or limited in any 
way. 
During this brief search Officers found the defendant's  young son in the defendant's 
filthy room, drug paraphernalia in plain view, and controlled substances. These discoveries lead 
to the current charges against the defendant. 
Issue Presented 
Here, it appears from the defense brief that the defendant is moving to suppress evidence and 
subsequent admissions because he argues that his consent is the fruit of or tainted by the initial 
unconstitutional entry. He argues it unconstitutional because the consent was given by someone 
who lacked the necessary authority. The defendant does not argue that the homeowner and 
himself did not give consent to enter the house and search his room. The State is therefore 
responding to the sole basis for requested suppression. 
If the young female lacked the necessary authority to grant consent to enter the home does 
the unconstitutional entry taint the subsequent consent of the defendant and therefore 
require suppression of the resulting evidence and admissions? 
Argument 
I. Even if the initial consent for entry was given by someone who lacked the 
authority to grant it suppression is not a remedy available to the defendant 
because the entry discovered no evidence and the defendant gave consent to 
search his room uninfluenced by and unaware of the circumstances of the initial 
entry. 
The purpose of the exclusionary rule is to exclude evidence obtained as a result of 
"unconstitutional governmental activity." State v. McBaine, 1 44 Idaho 1 30, 1 3 3  (Ct. App. 2007). 
When a defendant moves to suppress evidence "the defendant bears an initial burden of going 
forward with evidence to show a factual nexus between the illegality and the State's acquisition 
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of the evidence." !d. This requires a prima facie showing that the evidence sought to be 
suppressed would not have come to light but for the government's  unconstitutional conduct." !d. 
Without proof of this nexus "suppression must be denied." !d. at 1 34. 
McBain is an example of a defendant's failure to prove this nexus in a factually similar case. 
In McBain law enforcement responded to the defendant's home to investigate a report of 
suspected drug manufacturing. McBaine, 144 Idaho at 1 32. When officers knocked on the door 
the defendant answered and stepped out, but as he did they could see his girlfriend just inside the 
home. One of the officers asked the girlfriend ifhe could come in to speak with the girlfriend, 
but the defendant said he'd prefer they speak outside. Without getting consent from the 
defendant or his girlfriend the officer entered the house an estimated 4-5 feet. An officer also 
spoke with a juvenile in the home who told officers a methamphetamine lab was in the 
defendant's  bedroom. Officers eventually asked the defendant to search the home and he 
consented to searching the home and eventually his bedroom where the lab was found. 
After being charged McBain moved to suppress arguing that his consent was a product of 
the unlawful entry to speak with his girlfriend. McBain, 144 Idaho at 1 32-33 .  The Court found 
this initial entry "unquestionably unlawful." !d. at 1 33 .  The defendant argued that this 
unconstitutional entry tainted his consent requiring suppression. !d. However the Court found 
"no taint or causal link between Deputy Santucci's brief illegal entry and McBain's subsequent 
consents." !d. The Court found no nexus because ( 1)  no evidence was gained by speaking with 
the girlfriend inside the house, (2) it did not make officers aware of children in the home because 
they were seen through the open front door, and (3) the unconstitutional entry was completed 
prior to the defendant giving consent. !d. at 1 35 .  On appeal the defendant also argued he was 
psychologically influenced to give consent when he observed the unconstitutional entry because 
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he felt officers would have searched anyway. The Court did not find this persuasive because the 
defendant had actually denied consent until an officer explained that a search warrant would be 
obtained absent consent, and that the defendant had testified at the suppression hearing that he 
did not give consent. !d. 
Another analogous case is State v. Keene. 144 Idaho 9 1 5  (Ct. App. 2007). In Keene an 
officer responded to a suspicious car at an R.V. park. /d. at 9 1 7. The reporting party provided 
information indicating that the occupants were possibly selling drugs. The next evening the 
officer responded to another call regarding the same car. After stopping near the car he ended up 
speaking with the driver/defendant and confronting her about drug sales. After she provided her 
name she walked away prior to other officers arriving. The defendant then walked up to the car 
locked it, and walked away. The arriving officers spoke with the first officer on scene and then 
at his request detained the defendant as she was walking away. A drug dog was called to the 
scene which alerted leading to the discovery of drugs and the charging of the defendant. The 
defendant moved to suppress arguing that the evidence was a result of an unconstitutional 
detention. !d. at 9 1 8. 
On appeal the Court took a similar approach to the State's position in this case. "Assuming 
arguendo that the detention that then occurred amounted to an arrest without probable cause, this 
illegality would require suppression of the drugs found in the car only if there was a causal 
connection between the unlawful arrest and the discovery of the drugs. " /d. "Here, Keene has 
not met her initial burden of showing a factual nexus." !d. at 9 1 9. "The police did not gain any 
information from arresting Keene that caused them to search the vehicle, and because Keene had 
already walked away from the vehicle before she was seized, we see no way that the canine sniff 
and ensuing search resulted from an exploitation of the allegedly illegal arrest." /d. 
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Here, the defendant like McBain and Keene has failed to demonstrate a nexus. When 
officers arrived at the defendant's home it appears he was upstairs and the door to his room was 
closed. Officer's first knocked on the front door at approximately 8:30 a.m., and first spoke with 
the young female. The recording makes clear that the officers did not knock loud enough to 
make the defendant aware of their presence. Nor did they speak in a way to announce their 
presence. Officers were allowed into the home over two minutes later. And it was with the 
audible consent of the young girl. Nothing about that process would suggest to anyone 
observing or listening that the officers were prepared to ignore the defendant if he was to deny 
consent to search his room. The defendant was still upstairs at the time and there is no evidence 
he was aware of what was going on down stairs. As a result the defendant unlike McBain was 
not even around to be aware of this entry or be influenced by it in anyway. And more 
importantly much like the entry in McBain there was no evidence obtained as a result of this 
entry. This is also similar to the facts in Keene were the argued unconstitutional detention itself 
produced no evidence. 
Nearly four minutes after being allowed in the officers are allowed upstairs by the 
homeowner who first knocks on the defendant's  door. The defendant took a full minute to wake 
and answer the door. During this time officers waited patiently for the defendant to open the 
door. At some point the defendant likely became aware of the officer's presence but their 
conduct of waiting would have suggested they were willing to respect his rights to privacy. 
Once the defendant answered the door the officers waited for consent before they went into the 
room. It was the defendant that granted consent five minutes after being allowed in the house. 
Consent caused entry; but for the defendant's  consent officers wouldn't have entered the room 
and would not have found the evidence at issue. But for the consented to entry there would be 
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no interrogatory questions, and therefore no incriminating admissions. Much like McBain the 
defendant's  own consent caused the incriminating evidence, not an initial entry. This is similar 
to the facts in Keene in that it was Keene's choice to leave her car on the roadside and available 
for a drug dog alert that caused the search of her car, not the contested detention. 
The reality is that the defendant cannot claim any factual nexus between the initially entry 
and the search of his room because: ( 1 )  it yielded no evidence (2) he was unaware of it, (3) the 
officers at all times acted respectfully, and ( 4) much time had passed since the initial entry. 
Conclusion 
Here the defendant must show that but for the unconstitutional entry the evidence against 
him would not have been discovered. The defendant has failed to establish this causal 
connection because the initial entry did not result in evidence and the defendant consented to 
entry unaware of and uninfluenced by the initial entry. Therefore the defendant's  motion to 
suppress should be denied. 
DATED This !7 day of August, 201 5 . 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on or about this l't1 day of August, 201 5, I 
caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the attorney for the 
Defendant by the method indicated below and addressed to the following: 
Canyon County Public Defender 
1 1 1  N. l 1 1h Ave, Suite 1 20 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
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I N  THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THI RD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF I DAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: THOMAS J. RYAN DATE: SEPTEMBER 8, 201 5  













BENJAMI N  JOHN DAHL, 
Defendant. 
_________________________) 
CASE NO: CR201 5-09861 -C 
CR201 5-09825-C 
TIME: 3:00 P.M. 
DCRT3 (257-302)(31 4-345) 
REPORTED BY: Kim Saunders 
This having been the time heretofore set for motion hearing in the above 
entitled matters, the State was represented by Mr. Matt Bever, Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney for Canyon County, Idaho; and the defendant was present in court and 
represented by Ms. Kimberly Simmons. 
The Court called the cases and noted these matters had been set for hearing on 
the defense's motion to suppress. The Court indicated it had reviewed the motion and 
the brief in support of the motion as wel l  as to brief in opposition.  The Court inquired as 
to whether it would be taking further evidence today. 
Ms. Simmons advised the Court the defendant was not present and that a pre-
trial release affidavit of non-compliance would be forth coming. She did not feel 
comfortable waiving the defendant's presence and could not proceed with the motion 
COURT MINUTE 
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today. Ms. Simmons suggested she withdraw the motion and refile the motion once she 
had contact with the defendant. As there was a prior pre-trial release non-compliance 
affidavit, she suspected a warrant would be issued as to the new affidavit. Therefore, 
Ms. Simmons requested the Court not issue a warrant today. 
Mr. Bever presented argument in support of the Court issuing a bench warrant 
today. 
Ms. Simmons made additional comments to the Court. 
The Court noted this matter was set for pre-trial on the 1 4th day of September 
and that the defendant had notice of that hearing. If the defendant fai led to appear for 
that hearing, the Court indicated a warrant would be issued at that time. 
The Court recessed at 3:02 p.m. 
The Court recal led these matters at 3: 1 4  p.m. and noted the defendant had now 
appeared. The Court requested defense counsel address the motion to suppress. 
Ms. Simmons believed the burden had shifted to the State. 
Mr. Bever did not disagree. However, prior to that, he believed the defense had 
to show some nexus between the i llegality and collection and/or finding of the evidence. 
Mr. Bever d id not believe there had been such a showing thus far. 
I n  answer to the Court's inquiry, Ms. Simmons believed that issue was argument 
not evidence. She believed that a search of the defendant's home without a warrant 
was sufficient to shift the burden to the State. 
COURT MINUTE 
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The Court agreed with the State that a nexus needed to be shown. The Court 
indicated the only thing submitted to it for this hearing was a stipulated exhibit 
comprised of the audio recording of the incident. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, both of counsel stipulated the audio recording of 
the incident could be an exhibit and be considered by the Court. 
The Court inquired as to where Ms. Simmons believed there was evidence of a 
nexus between the police conduct and the evidence she was seeking to suppress. 
Ms. Simmons believed the search and the entry into the house were inextricably 
intertwined and presented argument. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Ms. Simmons sited State v Miland 140 Idaho 
81 7 and State v Hudson 147 Idaho 335. She advised the Court why she believed those 
cases were applicable to this case as far as the issue of a nexus. 
The Court ind icated it had not reviewed those cases. However, based upon the 
argument, it instructed Mr. Bever to proceed. Ultimately, if a nexus was required and 
one was not established during this hearing, the Court indicated it would probably be 
denying the motion .  
I n  answer to Mr. Bever's inquiry, the Court indicated it was considering it the 
State's burden to establish there was consent as an exception to the warrant 
requirement. 
I n  answer to Mr. Bever's inquiry, Ms. Simmons agreed Officer Hoeksema was 
the officer involved and the officer on the audio. 
COURT MINUTE 
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The State's first witness, JARED HOEKSEMA, was called , sworn by the clerk, 
direct examined , and cross-examined . 
Ms. Simmons called the defendant and advised the Court the defendant's 
statements would be for purposes of today's hearing only and he did not waive any of 
his rights against self-incrimination. 
The defense's first witness, BENJAMIN DAHL, was called , sworn by the clerk, 
and direct examined. 
Mr. Bever indicated he had no question of the witness and not further witnesses. 
Ms. Simmons presented argument in support of her motion.  
Mr. Bever objected and presented argument. He requested the officer's drawing 
be marked and admitted , for demonstrative purposes only, as State's exhibit #2. 
The Court agreed . 
The Court indicated if the officer had taken permission from the child and 
stepped into the home and saw drugs and paraphernalia on the dining room,  the 
evidence would be suppressible. This issue was whether the subsequent consent by 
Ms. Dahl and the possible consent of Benjamin Dahl superseded the i llegal entry into 
the home. The Court suggested Mr. Bever advise the office that entry into a home by 
permission of a child was not permissible. 
The Court allowed Mr. Bever until next Monday to supplement his briefing due to 
the new cases sited today and took this matter under advisement. 
COURT MINUTE 
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The defendant was continued released to pre-trial release on the bond previously 
posted . 
COURT MINUTE 
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Kimberly Simmons, Deputy Public Defender, ISB #6909 
Tera A. Harden, Chief Public Defender, ISB #6052 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER'S OFFICE 
Canyon County Administration Building 
111  N. l11h Ave, Suite 120 
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Case Nos. CR-2015-09825 & 
CR-2015-09861 
NOTICE OF SUPPLEMENTAL 
AUTHORITY 
TO: THE STATE OF IDAHO, the Canyon County Distict Court and to the Canyon 
County Prosecuting Attorney's Office 
YOU, AND EACH OF YOU, ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that undersigned counsel gives 
her notice of her intent to reply upon the following additional authority in support of Defendant' s  
Motion to Suppress, filed July 29, 201 5 .  
1 )  State v. Lafferty, 1 39 Idaho 336 (Ct.App. 2003). The State has the burden to show that 
consent to search a horne was given by a preponderance of the evidence. ld. at 339. When 
consent is not explicit but must be inferred, the burden on the State of showing consent is 
"heaviest." ld. The Defendant asserts that even if Ms. Dahl consented to the search of her 
horne, it was vitiated from the initial unlawful entry of officers into her horne. If this 
Court disagrees, this Court must still find that the State has proven that Ms. Dahl gave 
consent. Based upon the evidence adduced at the hearing, Ms. Dahl did not give explicit 
consent for the officers to come in or remain in her horne. She acquiesced in allowing the 
officers to go upstairs to Benjamin' s  bedroom. Like in Lafferty, cooperation with police 
NOTICE OF SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY , CR-20 15-09825- pg. 1 
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must still independently prove consent to search a home. Cooperation is not synonymous 
with consent. /d. at 340. Further, one does not have to object to the Officers being in 
their home in order to challenge an unlawful search. Non-objection is also not 
synonymous with consent. It is also not clear whether Mr. Dahl granted consent to search 
his home based upon the evidence adduced at the hearing. The State has failed to meet its 
burden that valid consent was given to search the Dahl residence. 
2) State v. Staatz, 1 32 Idaho 693 (Ct.App. 1999). The failure to object to a police officer's 
entrance to a residence without the officer first requesting permission to enter suggests 
"submission to authority" and not implied consent for Fourth Amendment purposes. 
DATED this 9th day of September, 201 5. 
KIMBERLY J. SIMMONS 
Attorney for the Defendant 




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this 9th day of September, 201 5, a copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY was served on the following named persons at the addresses 
shown and in the manner indicated. 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 15 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Clerk of the Court -Criminal Proceeding 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 15 Albany Street, Rm 201 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[x] Hand Delivery-Court Mailbox 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[x] Hand Delivery 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: THOMAS J .  RYAN DATE: SEPTEMBER 14, 201 5  
THE STATE O F  IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR201 5-09861 -C 
) CR201 5-09825-C 
) 
vs. ) TIME: 2:00 P.M. 
) 
BENJAMIN  JOHN DAHL, ) DCRT3 (215-220) 
) 
Defendant. ) REPORTED BY: Kim Saunders 
) 
This having been the time heretofore set for motion hearing in the above entitled 
matters, the State was represented by Mr. Matt Bever, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon 
County, Idaho; and the defendant was present in court and represented by Ms. Kimberly 
Simmons. 
The Court called the cases and noted a motion to suppress was under advisement and 
that the State had been provided additional time to file a supplemental brief in the matter. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Bever indicated he would be filing a response to the 
defense's supplemental brief sometime tomorrow. 
The Court indicated that once Mr. Bever's response was received, it would consider the 
matter under advisement. 
The Court advised counsel it had received an affidavit of non-compliance from pre-trial 
release on the 1 1 1h day of September, 201 5. 
COURT MINUTE 
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In answer to the Court's inquiry, Ms. Simmons indicated she had not seen the affidavit 
and requested the Court not issue a warrant. She advised the Court the defendant had 
reported to pre-trial release last week and took a drug test at that time. 
The Court indicated it had not seen the results of that test. If it was positive, the Court 
indicated it would issue a warrant. However, it did not want to receive another affidavit 
indicating he was not testing. 
As long as the State filed its brief tomorrow, the Court believed it could have a decision 
on the motion to suppress in time to keep the current trial date. If the motion was suppressed, 
there was a possibil ity the trial would go away. 
Ms. Simmons agreed the ruling on the motion would be dispositive and requested a 
status conference. 
The Court set a status conference on the 5th day of October, 201 5  at 1 :45 p.m. 
before this Court. 
The defendant was continued released to pre-trial release on the bond previously 
posted. 
***Update: This clerk contact pre-trial release on the 1 51h day of September, 201 5  and 
was advised the defendant tested for substances on the 61h and 1 4th of August and the 1 01h of 
September. All three (3) tests were negative. 
COURT MINUTE 
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I_..}�.M. 
----BRYAN F. TAYLOR 
dm F 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
SEP \ 5 20\5 
CANYON COUNTY CL
ERK 
A YOUNG, DEPUTY 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391  
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
' 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
BENJAMIN J DAHL, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR201 5-09861 
OBJECTION TO SUPLEMENTAL 
AUTHORITY 
In this case the defendant filed a motion to suppress on July 291\ 201 5, and it was 
followed by the brief in support filed August 1 21h, 201 5 .  The sole argument made in the 
defendant's  brief was that the initial entry was unconstitutional because the young female who 
answered the door could not have given actual consent. Every substantive case cited by the 
defense focused on this issue. As a result the State' s  response responded to this narrow issue and 
made clear it was responding to this narrow issue of consent. 
On September 81h, 201 5, the motion was heard. At that hearing the defense orally 
supplemented its authority for suppression by citing two cases: State v. Maland, 140 Idaho 8 1 7  
(2004), and State v. Hudson, 1 47 Idaho 335 (Ct. App. 2009). Both ofthese cases focused on 
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initial entry. During the hearing the defense argued that the initial entry was unconstitutional and 
therefore the officer's conduct was an "ongoing search," and "inextricably intertwined with the 
search of Mr. Dahl's room." The argument focused on that entry. So much so that when counsel 
made final oral argument and mentioned the defendant's consent she said "you'll hear in the 
audio that it is not clear whether or not Mr. Dahl gave the officers consent when they entered his 
bedroom. I only point this out if it becomes relevant, I don't think it is relevant because I think 
the entry into the home was unlawful." It was clear to the State from this and briefing that the 
defense was focusing on the initial entry as its basis for suppression. As a result of this the State 
did not ask the Officer questions about the defendant giving consent, and more importantly did 
not call the other officer present who could have confirmed that the defendant gave consent. 
And the State did not brief the issue of the defendant's consent. 
After the hearing the State was given an opportunity to review Maland and Hudson. 
After reviewing those cases the State chose not to respond because the State feels those cases are 
not factually analogous to the facts in this case. However, things changed when on September 
1 9th the defense filed a notice of supplemental authority. The defense has clearly changed its 
basis for requested suppression. Now the defense argues that Ms. Dahl and Mr. Dahl did not 
give consent. The State objects to this supplemental authority for the following reasons: 
1 .  Idaho Criminal Rule 12(b) requires that motions to suppress be filed within 28 
days of the entry of plea. The defense did file its motion timely. However, the 
briefing and argument at hearing focused on the initial entry. This supplement 
authority and new basis was filed well past the 28 day mark. Further the Notice 
of Hearing in this case requires that all motions to suppress be filed with 
memorandum of supporting law and authority. The supplemental authority 
OBJECTION TO SUPPLEMENTAL 
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violates the spirit and intent of this requirement by briefing on one basis and then 
supplementing much later on another issue, and is not timely filed. 
2. The State relied upon the sole basis for suppression in the defense brief in crafting 
its response and more importantly in deciding what evidence to present at the 
motion to suppress. By changing the basis for requested suppression after the 
hearing the State is prevented from calling witnesses to prove that consent was 
g1ven. 
The State therefore requests that the Court not consider this supplemental authority and 
basis for suppression because the argument and authority was not timely or properly filed. If the 
Court disagrees and will consider this new basis for suppression the State asks that it be able to 
have another hearing to offer additional evidence on the issue of consent. 
DATED this _ __:_.16,.__ day of September, 20 1 5 . 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on or about this l? day of September, 201 5, 
I caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the attorney for 
the Defendant by the method indicated below and addressed to the following: 
Canyon County Public Defender 
1 1 1  N. l lth Ave, Suite 1 20 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
OBJECTION TO SUPPLEMENTAL 
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() U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
() Hand Delivered 
(X) Placed in Court Basket 
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CASE NO. CR-1 5-9861 
MEMORANDUM DECISION 
UPON DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
This matter came on for hearing September 8, 201 5  upon Benjamin Dahl's  Motion to 
Suppress. Appearing on behalf of Dahl was Kimberly Simmons, Deputy Public Defender of the 
Canyon County Public Defender's Officer. Appearing on behalf of the State was Matthew R. 
Bever, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County. The Court has considered the briefing and 
pleadings of record and hereby renders its decision below. 
BACKGROUND 
Defendant Dahl moves to suppress evidence obtained from the alleged illegal search of 
his home, as the search was premised upon an 8 year old girl's  consent to enter the home. Here, 
the Officers arrived at a residence located at 1 94 1 9  Brush Creek A venue; Caldwell, Idaho. The 
Officers had a felony warrant to serve upon James David, and their last contact with David was 
at this residence. Dahl states in his brief: "The Officers made contact with Mr. David at this 
residence, one-time, a week earlier in regards to a car theft complaint. The Officers had no 
information that Mr. David lived at this residence." Dahl's  Memorandum in Support of Motion 
to Suppress, Pg. 1 .  
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In search of James David, the Officers arrived at Dahl's house on May 23, 201 5  at 8:36 
a.m. The audio recording of the encounter was entered into evidence based upon stipulation of 
the parties. The court's review of the recording indicates the Officers knocked on Dahl's door 
for several minutes before a female child answered the door, and the following occurred: 
Officer: Hi, how are you? 
Child: Good. 
Officer: Hey, is, uh, James here? 
Child: Who? 
Officer: James. You know, James David. I was over here the other day and he was here. 
Is Ben here? 
Child: I don't know. 
Officer: Can you go look for me? 
State 's Response to Defendant 's Motion to Suppress, Exhibit A at 2 :46. The audio evidences the 
door closes and the Officers chat: 
Officer 1 :  Little Kid? 
Officer 2 :  Yeah. Too many questions. 
The Officers begin talking over one another, making it difficult to decipher what is being said, 
and then go on to discuss other things before one of the Officers again knocks on the door. 
When the girl opens the door, the following conversation occurs: 
Officer: Hey 
Child: I think he is still sleeping 
Officer: Okay, is your parents up? 
[inaudible] 
Officer: Okay, can you open the door for officer safety reasons? 
Child: Yeah. 
Officer: We just need to talk to one adult. Can you go get one of your parents for me, 
please? 
Child: Yeah. 
Officer: May I come in? 
Child: Yeah. 
Officer: Ok. 
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!d. at 4:46. According to Officer Hoeksema's testimony at the hearing, he then entered the 
residence with the permission of the child while his companion, Officer Hemmert, remained 
outside. 
The audio tape reveals that Officer Hoeksema briefly spoke with who the young girl said 
was her brother, before observing Dahl's  mother coming down the stairway. Once Dahl's 
mother (hereinafter, "Ms. Dahl") came downstairs the following conversation ensued: 
Officer: Good morning, Ma' am. I'm sorry to wake ya. 
Ms. Dahl: That's  okay. 
Officer: Remember me, I came by here. 
Ms. Dahl: Yeah. 
Officer: Okay. So, [inaudible] . . .  
Ms. Dahl: Yeah, it was. 
Officer: Is, uh, [inaudible] still living here? 
Ms. Dahl: She [presumably intending to mean the woman whose name was inaudible in 
the Officer's question] has been staying here off and on. I don't' think she is here 
tonight. 
Officer: Okay, so what about James? When I was here James was here. 
Ms. Dahl: No, he doesn't come by very often. 
Officer: Okay, do you know where he might be staying? 
Ms. Dahl: I don't. 
Officer: Okay, so, I just want to throw this out here-he has a felony warrant for his 
arrest, okay? 
Ms. Dahl: is there? 
Officer: If he is found here in this home, then people could be arrested for felony 
harboring. And I know that you don't want that, but, I just want to make sure that he is 
not here. So if [inaudible] is not here, he was here with your son, Benjamin. Do you 
mind if we go up there and at least clear to make sure that he is not here? 
Ms. Dahl: Yeah. [Ms. Dahls' reply does not sound consenting when read in context. 
However, Ms. Dahl's tone of voice, as evidenced on the audio, persuades this Court that 
Ms. Dahl was, in fact, consenting to the Officer's request.] 
Officer: Okay, I appreciate that. 
State 's Response to Defendant 's Motion to Suppress, Exhibit A at 7:24. 
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The audio then evidences knocking, presumably on Dahl's  bedroom door, and the 
following conversation ensues: 
Ms. Dahl: Ben, the police would like to see your room, please. [ . . .  ] They just want to 
make sure James isn't here. 
Officer: Hey Ben, its Officer Hooks, sic. I'm the one who came by here initially. I 
just wanted to check with you. But, more importantly, I need to find James. So, if he is 
in there I need you to send him out. 
Officer: Is the door [unlocked or locked]? 
Officer: Is the door [unlocked or locked]? Do you know? 
Ms. Dahl: [No or I don't know] he is coming. It just takes him a minute to get up. 
Officer: Hey Ben, how are you? 
Ben: Good, how about you? 
Officer: I'm not too bad. Hey man, I'm here for James. Where is he at? 
Ben: James is not here. 
Officer: Okay, do you mind if l look? 
Inaudible 
Officer: Appreciate it. Who else is in here with you? 
Ben: Just my boy. 
Officer: Where did you see James last? 
Ben: Urn, yesterday in a [band or van] . 
Officer: In a [band or van]? 
Ben: Yes, sir. 
Officer: Can I move past you real quick. I just want to check that real fast. 
Inaudible 
Officer: What have you got in there? James can you do me a favor and come out here 
real quick? I've got some questions for you, man. 
State 's Response to Defendant 's Motion to Suppress, Exhibit A at 8 : 1 7-1 0: 1 0. 
Later in the audio Officer Hoeksema states, "the issue is that you allowed me into your 
room. I went into your closet back there and I found paraphernalia, which I recognize to be used 
for methamphetamines." State 's Response to Defendant 's Motion to Suppress, Exhibit A at 
1 1  :3 1 .  In his probable cause affidavit, Hoeksema states that while searching for James, he 
observed in plain view a glass pipe and a white crystal substance that was neatly divided into 
row along with multiple bundles of U.S. currency on a large mirror. 
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A. Warrantless Search 
APPLICABLE LAW 
The Fourth Amendment to the United States Constitution and Article I, Section 1 7  of the 
Idaho Constitution protect people against unreasonable searches and seizures. The guarantees 
under the United States Constitution and the Idaho Constitution are substantially the same. State 
v. Ballou, 145 Idaho 840, 845, 1 86 P.3d 696, 701 (Ct. App. 2008) (citing State v. Fees, 140 Idaho 
8 1 ,  88, 90 P.3d 306, 3 1 3  (2004). "The sanctity and privacy of a home is protected by the Fourth 
Amendment's prohibition against unreasonable searches and seizures. Therefore, absent 
circumstances that fit within a recognized exception to the warrant requirement, evidence 
acquired through the warrantless search of a home must be suppressed." State v. McBaine, 144 
Idaho 1 30, 1 33 ,  1 57 P.3d 1 1 0 1 ,  1 1 04 (Ct. App. 2007) (citing State v. Revenaugh, 133  Idaho 774, 
776, 992 P.2d 769, 771 ( 1 999) and State v. Johnson, 1 10 Idaho 5 16, 522-23, 7 16  P.2d 1 288, 
1294-95 ( 1 986)). 
"Although a warrantless entry or search of a residence is generally illegal and violative of 
the Fourth Amendment, such an entry or search may be rendered reasonable by an individual's 
consent." State v. Ballou, 145 Idaho 840, 846, 1 86 P.3d 696, 702 (Ct. App. 2008) (citing State v. 
Johnson, 1 1 0 Idaho 5 1 6, 522, 7 1 6  P.2d 1 288, 1294 ( 1 986)). The consent to entry is distinct from 
the consent to search subsequent to entry. State v. Mangum, 153  Idaho 705, 7 14, 291 P.3d 44, 53 
(Ct. App. 201 2). 
B. Consent Exception 
When seeking to base a warrantless search upon consent, the State is required to prove by 
a preponderance of the evidence that consent was given. State v. Stewart, 145 Idaho 641 ,  64 7, 
1 8 1  P.3d 1249, 1 255 (Ct. App. 2008); State v. Mangum, 1 53 Idaho 705, 7 14, 291 P.3d 44, 53 
(Ct. App. 20 12). In Idaho, consent must be voluntarily given, may be express or implied, and 
must not result from coercion or duress. State v. Biggs, 1 1 3 Idaho 595, 598, 746 P.2d 1054, 
1 057 (Ct.App. 1 987). Consent to search may be in the form of words, gestures, or conduct. State 
v. Fleenor, 1 33 Idaho 552, 554-55,  989 P.2d 784, 786-87 (Ct.App. 1 999); State v. Knapp, 120 
Idaho 343, 348, 8 1 5  P.2d 1 083, 1088 (Ct.App. 1 991). However, the State is not required to show 
the consent was given by the defendant. State v. Johnson, 1 1 0 Idaho 5 1 6, 7 1 6  P.2d 1 288 ( 1 986). 
Rather, the State must only show the consent was voluntary and the person giving the consent 
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had either actual or apparent authority to do so. State v. Brauch, 1 33 Idaho 2 1 5,  984 P.2d 703 
(1 999). 
C. Whether Consent is Voluntary 
A determination of voluntariness does not turn "on the presence or the absence of a single 
controlling criterion." State v. Rector, 144 Idaho 643, 645, 1 67 P.3d 780, 782 (Ct. App. 2006) 
(quoting Schneckloth, 4 1 2  U.S. at 226.) The court in Rector stated the following factors to be 
considered: whether there were numerous officers involved in the confrontation; the location and 
conditions of the consent, including whether it was at night; whether the police retained the 
individual's identification; whether the individual was free to leave; and whether the individual 
knew of his right to refuse consent. 144 Idaho at 645, 1 67 P.3d at 782 (internal citations 
omitted). 
Additionally, in State v. Doe the Court considered ''the youth of the accused" when 
considering whether a 1 2-year-old's waiver of Miranda warnings were voluntary. 1 37 Idaho 
5 1 9, 523, 50 P.3d 1 014, 1 0 1 8  (2002). The presence of multiple police officers does not, standing 
alone, establish coercion. !d. (internal citations omitted). Moreover, there is no requirement 
that police inform the individual giving consent that he is free to leave or that he has a right to 
refuse consent. !d. (internal citations omitted). Nevertheless, those factors are relevant when 
viewing the totality of the circumstances. !d. (internal citations omitted). 
D. Authority to Give Consent 
If the person granting the police authority to search has actual authority, the State may 
show the consent was given by a third party who possessed "common authority over or other 
sufficient relationship to the premises or effects sought to be inspected." United States v. 
Matlock, 4 1 5  U.S. 1 64 (1 974). The common authority of the third party does not rest upon 
property law. Id That is to say, the State does not need to show the third party had a property 
interest in the premises or effects searched. State v. Barker, 136  Idaho 728, 730-3 1 ,  40 P .3d 86, 
88-89 (2002). Rather, the common (i.e. actual) authority rests upon the joint access or control of 
the property searched. !d. 
If a person consenting to a search does not have actual authority, but government agents 
reasonably believe that the person has actual authority, a warrantless search is valid. State v. 
Brauch, 1 33 Idaho 2 1 5, 2 1 9, 984 P.2d 703, 707 ( 1 999) (citing Illinois v. Rodriguez, 497 U.S. 
MEMORANDUM DECISION UPON DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS Page 6 
69
1 77, 1 88-89 ( 1 990)). The Court extended the actual authority exception to include apparent 
authority "[b ]ecause many situations which confront officers in the course of executing their 
duties are more or less ambiguous, [therefore] room must be allowed for some mistakes on their 
part. But the mistakes must be those of reasonable men, acting on facts leading sensibly to their 
conclusions of probability." Rodriguez, at 1 86. The officer's conduct is ''judged against an 
objective standard: would the facts available to the officer at the moment . . .  'warrant a man of 
reasonable caution in the belief' that the consenting party had authority over the premises?" 
Rodriguez, 497 U.S. at 1 88.  In other words, "what would the typical reasonable person have 
understood by the exchange between the officer and the suspect." Florida v. Jimeno, 500 U.S. 
248, 25 1 ( 199 1 ); State of Idaho v. Staatz, 1 32 Idaho 693, 697 (Id. App. 1 999). 
Additionally, "Law enforcement officers may not simply accept a person's invitation to enter 
premises if the surrounding circumstances are such that a reasonable person would doubt that 
person's authority to consent and not act without further inquiry. Therefore, police have a duty 
of reasonable investigation before they may rely upon the authority of a third party to consent to 
a search." State v. Fancher, 145 Idaho 832, 839, 1 86 P.3d 688, 695 (Ct. App. 2008) (internal 
citation and quotation marks omitted); see also State v. Brauch, 133  Idaho 2 1 5, 984 P.2d 703 
( 1 999) (holding that officers reasonably relied on consent of a landlord to search of a house 
because it appeared that tenants had abandoned the premises); State v. McCaughey, 1 27 Idaho 
669, 904 P.2d 939 ( 1 995) (holding that where defendant allowed estranged wife and their 
daughter to temporarily reside with him, officer reasonably relied upon wife's consent to search 
locked room in basement after being told by wife that she was married to defendant and was 
living in the home); State v. Hawkins, 1 3 1  Idaho 396, 958 P.2d 22 (Ct. App. 1 998) (holding that 
officers reasonably believed owner of a motor home in which the defendant had lived possessed 
authority to consent to its search after the defendant had packed his personal belongings and left 
town). 
E. Child's Ability to Consent 
Idaho's  appellate courts have not squarely addressed whether a child may legally consent 
to a search of the home. However, in adopting a per se rule that children under the age of sixteen 
do not have the capacity or authority to consent to a search of their parents' home, the Supreme 
Court of Montana concluded: 
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[W]e hold that a youth under the age of sixteen does not have the capacity or 
the authority to relinquish her parents' privacy rights. We find further 
persuasive authority for this conclusion in the Legislature's enactment of § 4 1 -
5-33 1 (2), MCA, which states that a youth under the age of sixteen can only 
waive her right against self-incrimination with parental permission or with the 
advice of counsel. Although § 4 1 -5-33 1 ,  MCA, only addresses a youth's 
constitutional right against self-incrimination, it nonetheless supports the 
principle that a minor who cannot waive her own rights without parental 
permissiOn or legal counsel, cannot waive her parent's privacy 
rights . . . . Accordingly, we now adopt a per se rule that a youth under the age of 
sixteen lacks the capacity or the authority to consent to a search of her parents' 
home. 
State v. Schwarz, 332 Mont. 243, 247-48, 136  P.3d 989, 992 (2006). 
While not directly on point, the Idaho Supreme Court and Legislature has likewise 
addressed the relationship between a child's ability to relinquish his or her rights in various 
circumstances: 
(1) Not all parents are likely to voluntarily enter into contracts that may subject 
them to losses of personal privacy and the sanctions of I.C. § 20-522. The 
legislature was doubtless cognizant of that reality and equipped the courts 
dealing with juvenile offenders with authority in I.C. § 20-520 that is not 
based on consent. State v. Watkins, 143 Idaho 2 1 7, 22 1 ,  14 1  P.3d 1 086, 1 090 
(2006); 
(2) A juvenile shall not be permitted to waive the assistance to counsel in any 
of the following circumstances: (a) If the juvenile is under the age of fourteen 
( 14) years; [ . . .  ] .  I.C. § 20-5 14 (6) (emphasis added); 
(3) In Idaho, a parent may invoke the right to counsel on behalf of a minor 
child. State v. Adamcik, 1 52 Idaho 445, 469, 272 P.3d 4 1 7, 441 (2012); 
( 4) "Unless a minor child is represented by counsel as previously set forth in 
this Rule, and except in emergency situations, no minor child shall provide 
sworn testimony, either written or oral; be brought to court as a witness or to 
attend a hearing; or be subpoenaed to appear at a hearing without prior court 
order based on good cause shown." Idaho Family Law Rule 1 19-
Participation of Children in Proceedings--(B) Presence of a Child; 
(5) "A motion by one of the parties to offer the testimony of a minor child shall 
be in writing; and shall be filed with the clerk of court, provided to the court, 
and served on all parties not less than 28 days prior to the hearing or trial. .  . .  " 
Idaho Family Law Rule 1 1 9-Participation of Children in Proceedings-(D) 
Testimony of a child; 
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(6) In Idaho, a child under ten ( 1  0) years of age generally is not considered 
competent to testify as witnesses. I.C. § 9-202. 
The above samples of legislation and court holdings are just an illustration of the concept 
that children are different than adults. As expressed above, children do not always appreciate the 
consequences of their decisions, nor do they realize the importance of their rights. 
Accordingly, this Court agrees with Dahl, in that it was not reasonable for the officers to 
believe the child had actual authority to grant them permission to enter the home, nor was it 
reasonable for them to conclude that such consent was voluntary. Moreover, this Court also 
concludes that the aforementioned precedent and the legislative intent are indicative of the notion 
that an eight (8) year old does not have authority to consent to a search or entry of the home. 
Here, the Officers expressed that they knew the young girl was a child and should have 
reasonably known that she did not have authority to consent to the entry. 
F. Effect of Subsequent Consent to Search following Illegal Entry 
Dahl argues the evidence should be suppressed because the initial entry into the home 
was invalid, and therefore the subsequent consent to search from both him and his mother were 
invalid. Dahl asserts, "The failure to object to a police officer's entrance to a residence without 
the officer first requesting permission to enter suggests "submission to authority" and not 
implied consent for Fourth Amendment Purposes." Dahl's Notice of Supplemental Authority, pg. 
2 (citing State v. Saatz, 1 32 Idaho 693, 978 P.2d 88 1 )  (Ct.App. 1 999)). The holding in Saatz, 
however, is distinguishable in this case, in that Officer Hoeksema audibly and clearly asked for 
permission to search. The Officer likewise replied with an "appreciate it" to both Ms. Dahl and 
Ben Dahl-implying that consent to search was also given by gesture. The evidence before the 
Court shows that both consented to the Officer's  search. 1 
In opposition, Dahl disagrees that the State has meet its burden of showing, by a 
preponderance of the evidence, that both Ms. Dahl and Benjamin Dahl gave explicit consent to 
search the home. Dahl's Notice of Supplemental Authority, pgs. 1 -2 (citing State v. Lafferty, 1 39 
Idaho 336, 79 P.3d 1 57 (Ct.App.2003).  However, it is not only the State who bears a burden; the 
burden shifting applicable here was recently stated in State v. Kapelle: 
1 The defense did not offer testimony from either the defendant or his mother that contradicts the State's position 
that both Dahl's gave the Officer's consent to search for James David. 
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Where a defendant has moved to suppress evidence allegedly gained through 
unconstitutional police conduct, the state bears the ultimate burden of 
persuasion to prove that the challenged evidence is untainted, but the 
defendant bears an initial burden of going forward with evidence to show 
a factual nexus between the illegality and the state's acquisition of the 
evidence. This requires a prima facie showing that the evidence sought to 
be suppressed would not have come to light but for the government's 
unconstitutional conduct. By expressing the query as a "but for" test, we do 
not imply that a defendant bears the burden to prove a negative-that the state 
would not or could not have discovered the evidence on any set of hypothetical 
circumstances that could have arisen absent the illegal search. Rather, the 
defendant need only show that, on the events that did take place, the 
discovery of the evidence was a product or result of the unlawful police 
conduct. 
1 58 Idaho 1 2 1 ,  344 P.3d 901 ,  907-08 (Ct. App. 2014), review denied (Nov. 5, 2014) (emphasis 
added). Accordingly, Dahl has the initial burden of showing that but for the invalid entry the 
officer would not have found the drugs. While not directly, Dahl argues this by citing to State v. 
Hudson, 147 Idaho 335, 209 P.3d 1 96 (Ct.App.2009). In that case, the defendant attempted to 
close his motel room door on an officer, at which point the officer unlawfully entered by 
stopping the door from closing with his foot and then pushing it open. The defendant then 
retreated to his room and refused the officer's  request to enter the room. All awhile the door to 
the defendant' s  room remained open. It was only when a second officer arrived at the motel 
room that the defendant granted the officers permission to enter and search the room. The court 
held: 
The unlawful search of Hudson's motel room never ended because the officer 
prevented Hudson from restoring his privacy by closing the door. The door 
remained open and the officer remained in a position to observe Hudson 
through the open door, howbeit from the hallway. Therefore, because the 
unlawful intrusion was ongoing, the search and subsequent acquisition of the 
incriminating evidence was contemporaneous and irrevocably intertwined with 
the misconduct. 
In addition, the record contains no evidence of intervening circumstances 
which would independently justify the unlawful police intrusion. Hudson's  
consent to the second officer to search his room was tainted by the unlawful 
activity and was rendered invalid. 
!d. at 336, 1 97. The facts in this case are substantially different from those in Hudson. Hudson 
concerns one defendant who refused the officer's request to search at least two times. Here, the 
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officers requested permission to search on three separate occasions and from three separate 
individuals, all of whom consented. Even though the first consent was invalid, the evidence 
establishes the two other valid consents independently justified the initial warrantless search. 
In distinguishing between a case where the seized evidence was tainted and one where it 
was not, the Supreme Court of Idaho concluded: "In Green, the arrest warrant was discovered 
and executed before the officers found the evidence sought to be suppressed. In the instant case, 
the evidence (Maland's driver's license) was seized before the police discovered Maland's arrest 
warrant." State v. Maland, 140 Idaho 8 1 7, 824, 1 03 P.3d 430, 437 (2004) (citing US. v. Green, 
1 1 1  F.3d 5 1 5  (ih Cir. 1997). This case is more like Green, in that the officers were granted 
consent by two individuals before seizing the evidence, thus the evidence was not tainted. 
Accordingly, Dahl has failed to establish that but for the initial invalid entry the seizure 
would not have occurred. Rather, the State has shown that both Ms. Dahl and Mr. Dahl 
consented to a search for James David. While so searching, Officer Hoeksema discovered the 
contraband in plain view. 
Thus, 
ORDER 
Based upon the foregoing, Dahl's  Motion to Suppress is DENIED. 
DATED this 2.4'* day of September 2015 .  
District Judge 
MEMORANDUM DECISION UPON DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS Page 1 1  
74
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
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I N  THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THI RD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF I DAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: THOMAS J. RYAN DATE: OCTOBER 5, 201 5  
THE STATE O F  I DAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 














CASE NO: CR201 5-09861 -C 
CR201 5-09825-C 
TIME: 3: 1 5 P.M.  
DCRT3 (329-331 )  
REPORTED BY: Kim Saunders 
This having been the time heretofore set for status conference in the above 
entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. Matt Bever, Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney for Canyon County, Idaho; and the defendant was present in court and 
represented by Ms. Kimberly Simmons. 
The Court called the case and inquired of counsel as to the status. 
Ms. Simmons indicated this matter would not be going to trial. The State made a 
new offer which the defendant intended to accept. The defendant would be entering a 
conditional plea of guilty however, Ms. Simmons required time to prepare the 
conditional guilty plea and to review the Guilty Plea Advisory with the defendant. She 
recommended the Court vacate the current jury trial and set this matter for a change of 
plea at its earliest convenience. 
Mr. Bever was in agreement. 
COURT MINUTE 
OCTOBER 5, 201 5  
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. ... • 
The Court set this matter for a change of plea on the 1 3th day of October, 
201 5  at 3:30 p.m. before this Court. 
The defendant was continued released to pre-trial release on the bond previously 
posted . 
COURT MINUTE 




I N  THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THI RD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF I DAHO, I N  AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: THOMAS J. RYAN DATE: OCTOBER 1 3, 2015 










COURT M INUTE 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
BENJAMI N  J .  DAHL, 
Defendant. 
_________________________) 
CASE NO: CR201 5-09861 -C 
CR201 5-09825-C 
TIME: 1 :30 P.M. 
DCRT3 (341-343) 
REPORTED BY: Kim Saunders 
This having been the time heretofore set for change of plea in  the above-entitled 
matters, the State was represented by Mr. Matt Bever, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for 
Canyon County, Idaho; and the defendant was present and represented by Ms. 
Kimberly Simmons. 
The Court called the case and inquired of counsel as to the status. 
Ms. Simmons advised the Court the defendant wanted additional time to 
contemplate the plea offer. As the prior jury trial had been vacated , she requested the 
Court set this matter on the December jury trial calendar set a status conference on the 
November gth date. 
Because the prior jury trial had been vacated upon a promise of a change of 
plea, the Court indicated it would require the defendant to waive his right to a speedy 
trial .  
COURT MINUTE 




Ms. Simmons was in agreement. 
The Court examined the defendant and determined he waived his right to a 
speedy trial. 
The Court vacated the current jury trial and reset the jury trial to commence 
on the 1 5th day of December, 201 5  at 8:30 a.m. before Judge Morfitt. 
Upon the request of Ms. Simmons, the Court set this matter for a status 
conference on the gth day of November, 201 5  at 1 :30 p.m. before this Court. 
The defendant was continued released to pre-trial release on the bond previously 
posted . 
COURT MINUTE 
OCTOBER 1 3, 201 5  
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IN  THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF I DAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: THOMAS J. RYAN DATE: NOVEMBER 9, 201 5  













BENJAMI N  J .  DAHL, 
Defendant. 
_________________________) 
CASE NO: CR201 5-09861 -C 
CR201 5-09825-C 
TIME: 1 :30 P.M .  
DCRT4 (343-351 )  
REPORTED BY: Kim Saunders 
This having been the time heretofore set for status conference in the above 
entitled matters, the State was represented by Mr. Matt Bever, Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney for Canyon County, Idaho; and the defendant was present in court and 
represented by Ms. Mandy Hessing. 
The Court called the cases and inquired of counsel as to the status. The Court 
advised counsel there was an outstanding warrant for failure to appear for a 
misdemeanor offense and there was an affidavit of non-compliance from pre-trial 
release filed in this case. 
Ms. Hessing advised the Court as to the reason for the fai lure to appear in the 
misdemeanor case and why the defendant had not been reporting to pre-trial release. 
Ms. Simmons had talked to the defendant about the plea agreement and believed the 
defendant would have the Guilty Plea Advisory completed. However, the defendant d id 
COURT MINUTE 
NOVEMBER 9, 201 5 
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not have a Guilty Plea Advisory and Ms. Hessing indicated she would be providing that 
document to him to complete. She was aware the Court would probably take the 
defendant into custody and presented argument in support of allowing the defendant to 
remain on his current status. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Bever indicated his primary concern was 
whether the defendant was using. He suggested the defendant take a UA today and 
that he be taken into custody if he tested positive. 
I n  answer to the Court's inquiry, Ms. Hessing had notes from Ms. Simmons that 
the defendant had been provided with a Guilty Plea Advisory to complete. 
The Court ordered the defendant to report to pre-trial release at 9:00 a.m. 
tomorrow morning to take a drug test. The Court instructed this clerk that it wanted 
notification of the results of that test prior to the hearing tomorrow. 
The Court continued this matter until the 1 0th day of November, 201 5 at 1 :30 
p.m. before this Court. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, this clerk indicated the only outstanding warrant 
was on the Caldwell City matter. 
The defendant was continued released to pre-trial release on the bond previously 
posted . 
COURT MINUTE 
NOVEMBER 9, 201 5 
2 
81
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
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FILED \ \ · C( ' CS  AT� ST;, :0 .M.  
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
BY J; �f , DEPUTY 
Case No. e!_�- 'f �'" V ?'R&fc_ 
ORDER FOR C/2.( <-,'-- O <)f<'-J..>J� 
D Conditional Release/Pretrial Services 
D Release on Own Recognizance 
D Commitment on Bond �.� � � l 
Defendant 0 ) A r11Lht_£,h-U·z� 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED the defendant abide by the following conditions of release: 
D Defendant is Ordered released 
D On own recognizance D Placed on probation D Case Dismissed 
D Bond having been set in the sum of $ _______ D Total Bond 
D Bond having been D increased D reduced to the sum of $ ------- D Total Bond 
D Upon posting bond, defendant m ust report to the Canyon County Pretrial Services office as stated below: 
D Defendant shall report to the Canyon County Pretrial Services Office and follow the standard reporting conditions: 
D Comply with a curfew designated by the Court or standard curfew set by Pretrial Services -------
D Not consume or possess alcoholic beverages or mood altering substances without a valid prescription . 
D Submit to evidentiary testing for alcohol and/or drugs as requested by Pretrial Services at defendant's expense. 
D Not operate or be in the driver's position of any motor vehicle. 
D Abide by any No Contact Order and its conditions. 
D Submit to D GPS D Alcohol monitoring as directed by Pretrial Services. 
Defendants Ordered to submit to GPS or alcohol monitoring shall make arrangements with a provider 
approved by P retrial Services, prior to release. 
OTHER: tD.L�t_�--v({ v6 /&?,u;_ vfi i!. f:m a �n n1. I I '  !D ' ( s-:1 
Failure by defendant to comply with the rules and/or reporting conditions and/or requirements of release as 
Ordered by the Court may result in the revocation of release and return to the custody of the Sheriff. 
Dated: --'---tt l /--'-�1\ /i--'-"t( __ Signed :_/1._/ �-__:......:_---=+n-"--t-L---/J -­� £:t c::'" Judge 
?� u:f flu..� �  U A � � -t- _A� d_t � 1. ·3o �Vu-r� 








Tuesday, November 10, 2015 08:06 AM 
• 
Subject: Del ivered: Benjamin John Dahl CR2015-09861 I CR2015-09825 
Your message has been del ivered to the following recipients: 
Pre Trial (PTrial@canyonco.org) 
Subject: Benjamin John Dahl CR2015-09861 I CR2015-09825 
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IN  THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THI RD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESI DING: THOMAS J.  RYAN DATE: NOVEMBER 1 0, 201 5  













BENJAMI N  J .  DAHL, 
Defendant. 
_________________________) 
CASE NO: CR201 5-09861 -C 
CR201 5-09825-C 
TIME: 1 :30 P.M.  
DCRT3 (241 -255) 
REPORTED BY: Kim Saunders 
This having been the time heretofore set for status conference in the above 
entitled matters, the State was represented by Mr. Gearld Wolff, Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney for Canyon County, Idaho; and the defendant was present in court and 
represented by Ms. Kimberly Simmons. 
The Court called the cases, reviewed prior proceedings, and noted it had 
received an affidavit from the Sheriff indicating the defendant had tested positive for 
Methamphetamine. The Court noted the defendant was currently in custody on the 
misdemeanor warrant and inquired of counsel as to how they wished to proceed . 
Ms. Simmons advised the Court the defendant would be pleading guilty 
pursuant to a plea agreement. The prosecutor was contacted as to the warrant 
and they were in agreement to quash that warrant, which obviously had not been 
COU RT MINUTE 
NOVEMBER 1 0, 201 5 
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done. Ms. Simmons indicated she would be seeking to quash the warrant in the 
even the defendant was to remain out of custody in this case. 
Ms. Simmons indicated the guilty plea would be conditional with the 
defendant reserving his right to appeal the ruling on the motion to suppress. The 
defendant would be pleading guilty to Counts I and II with the remaining charges 
being dismissed. The defendant was agreeing to pay restitution on all counts 
and there were open recommendations. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Wolff indicated there was restitution for lab 
fees. 
Ms. Simmons indicated she had been advised by the State there could possibly 
be restitution related to the costs of prosecution and investigation. 
Ms. Simmons presented a completed Guilty Plea Advisory to the Court and the 
written plea agreement. 
Upon the d irection of the Court, the defendant was placed under oath by the 
clerk. 
The defendant indicated the agreement as stated was correct. 
The Court determined the person present was the defendant and advised him 
the maximum penalty for the charge of Possession of a Controlled Substance With 
Intent to Deliver, was up to l ife in  the state penitentiary, a fine of up to $25,000.00, or 
both. Further, the maximum penalty for the charge of Possession of a Controlled 
Substance, was up to seven (7) years in the state penitentiary, a fine of up to 
COURT MINUTE 
NOVEMBER 1 0, 201 5  
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$1 5,000.00, or both . Additionally, the Court was not bound by the recommendations of 
the parties and could sentence the defendant up to the maximum penalty. 
I n  answer to the Court's inquiry, the defendant ind icated he understood the 
possible penalties. Further, he had sufficient time to d iscuss this matter with his 
attorney and was satisfied with the legal advice received . 
The Court examined the defendant and determined he had read ,  understood , 
and in itialed the Guilty Plea Advisory. Additionally, he understood that by entering a 
guilty plea he was waiving any defense's he might have to the offense and he was 
waiving his right to a jury trial .  
The Court advised the defendant that in Idaho, a person with three (3) or more 
felony convictions could be charged as a persistent violator. If so charged ,  the penalties 
would be enhanced to a minimum of five (5) years up to a maximum of l ife in the state 
penitentiary. 
I n  answer to the Court's inquiry, the defendant indicated no one had placed any 
pressure on nor made any promises to him, not articulated as this hearing, to induce to 
plead guilty. Further he was entering his pleas of guilty voluntarily. 
The Court reviewed Count I and Count II of the Information and in answer 
to the Court's inquiry, the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the felony offense 
of Possession of a Controlled Substance With Intent to Deliver and Possession of 
a Controlled Substance as charged. 
COU RT MINUTE 




The defendant stated in his own words what he did to be guilty of the offenses 
and the Court examined the defendant regarding the crime and his pleas. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Ms. Simmons indicated there was a factual basis 
for the plea. 
The Court accepted the defendant's pleas of guilty to the offenses. 
The Court ordered a Presentence Investigation Report and set this matter 
for sentencing on the 1 1 th day of January, 201 6  and 2:30 p.m. before this Court. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Wolff presented argument in support of 
placing the defendant in custody, to be held on a $ 1 0 ,000.00 bond. 
The Court ordered revocation of the bond previously posted and set bond in this 
matter at $1 0,000.00 total. I n  the event bond was posted , the defendant was to report 
to pre-trial release with additional conditions of release as set forth in the Order for 
Commitment on Bond. 
I n  answer to the Court's inquiry, neither counsel had anything further for the 
Court to address. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff 
pending further proceedings or posting of bond. 
COURT MINUTE 





I L E 0 --·�A.M._, __ _,P.M. 
NOV {D_ 2015 
CANYON COUNTY CLE 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE t-Ift J2t? JUDICIAL DISTRI@f�fGERSCN, DEFU 
IJ; THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF (}fifUtCJAJ 
,iJ'' 
GUlL TV PLEA ADVISORY AND FORM 
TO BE FILLED OUT BY THE DEFENDANT 
Defendant's Name: f3€!1j ldM W DIJ.it / Signature �p..2 jj 
Date: {I /J0/1� Case Number: ce �dQ{CS q825 
I 
Age: () 4 Date of Birth: 
STATEMENT OF CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS 
(Please in itial each response) 
1 .  You have the right to remain silent. You do not have to say anything about the crime(s) you are 
accused of committing. If you elect to have a trial, the State may not call you as a witness or ask 
you any questions. If you do decide to testify the State wil l be permitted to ask you questions and 
anything you say can be used as evidence against you in court. 
I understand that by pleading guilty I am wa
. 
�y right to remain silent as to the elements of 
the crime(s) to which I am entering this plea . . r 
' .• 
' 
2. The waiver of your right to remain silent only applies to your plea of guilty to the crime(s) in this 
case. Even after pleading guilty, you will still have the right to refuse to answer any question or to 
provide any information that might tend to show you committed some other crime(s) . You can 
also refuse to answer or provide any information that might tend to increase the punishment for 
the crime(s) to which you are pleading guilty. 
I understand that by pleading guilty to the crime(s) in this case, I still have the right to remain 
silent with respect to any other crime(s) �h respect to answering questions or providing 
information that may increase my sentence. · 
3. You have the right to be represented by an attorney. If you want an attorney and cannot pay for 
one, you can ask the Judge for an attorney who will be pa
·
� . .  · the county. You may be required 
to reimburse the county for the cost of this representation. 
J 
/ 
4: You are presumed to be innocent. You wil l  be found guilty if: 1 )  you plead guilty in front of the 
Judge; or 2) you are found guilty at a jury trial. 
'l, I understand that by pleading guilty I am waiving my right to be presumed innocent. & L 1/ . 7 
5. You have the right to a speedy and public jury trial before twelve persons. A jury trial is a court 
hearing to determine whether you are guilty or not guilty of the charge(s) brought against you.  In  
a jury trial, you have the right to present evidence in your defense and to testify in your own 
defense. You are not required to do so, however. The State must convince all of the jurors of your 
guilt beyond a reasonable doubt. 
GUlL TY PLEA ADVISORY FORM 
O-CR (MISC7) 2.6.1 5  
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6. You have the right to question (confront) the witnesses testifying against you. This occurs during 
a jury trial. At trial, the State must prove its case by calling witnesses to testify under oath in front 
of you,  the jury, and your attorney. Your attorney could then cross-examine (question) each 
witness. You could also call witnesses of your choosing to testify on your behalf. If you do not 
have the funds to bring those witnesses to court, the State will pay the cost of bringing your 
witnesses to court and will compel their attendance by the use of the subpoena power of the 
court. 
I understand that by pleading guilty I am waiving my right to qu��onfront) the witnesses 
against me, and present witnesses and evidence in my defense. �· ·  � 
7. The State has the burden of proving you guilty beyond a reasonable doubt. 
I understand that by pleading � · I am waiving my right to require the State to prove my guilt 
beyond a reasonable doubt. � 
QUESTIONS REGARDING ABILITY TO ENTER PLEA 
(Please answer every question. If you do not understand a question, consult your attorney 
before answering.) 
Please check the correct answer 
1 .  Do you read and write the English language? 
If not, have you been provided with an interpreter to help you fill out this form? YES __ NO .?_../ 
Db you want an Interpreter? 
/} ·� 
2. What is your true and legal name? � \ �-�· _::s· 0\,- t.--. 
YES_. NO� 
·� A- l \ 
3. What was the highest grade of school you completed?--'-1 ... l:::;__1../v _________ �--
4. If you did not complete high school, have you received either a general 
education diploma or high school equivalency diploma? 
5. Are you currently under the care of a mental health professional? 
6. Have you ever been diagnosed with a mental health disorder? 
t--rc rft 
YES __ NO __ 
YES_ NO v 
YES_ NO / 
If so, what was the diagnosis and when was it made?__,_H___.t.�-'-�-----------
7. Are you currently prescribed any medication? YES __ NO-LL... 
If yes, what medications are you taking at this time? ..:.IV__,./..:.A_. ------------
GUlL TY PLEA ADVISORY FORM 
O-CR (MISC7) 2.6. 15  
2 
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I I I  
If you answered "yes," have you taken your prescription medication 
during the past 24 hours? 
8. In the last 48 hours, have you taken any medication or drugs, 
including over the counter, or have consumed any alcoholic beverages 
which you believe affect your ability to understand these questions 
and to make a reasoned and informed decision in this case? 
9. Are you under the influence of any alcohol, drugs, or other 
medication at this time? 
1 0. Are you capable of understanding these proceedings? 
1 1 .  Do you claim that you are mentally incapable of understanding 
these proceedings or what it means to plead guilty to a crime? 
1 2. Is there anything going on in your life that affects your ability 
to enter a voluntary guilty plea? 
1 3. Are you having any difficulty in understanding what you are 
doing by fi lling out this form? 
,/ 
YES �"" NO __ 
YES_ NO V'' 
YES_ NO �
· 
14 .  Is there any other reason that you cannot make a reasoned and / 
informed decision in this cas
.
�?/ YES __ NO� 
If yes, what is the reason?_f/_-+L /-+-A..:.../ ___________________ _ 
PLEA AGREEMENT 
1 5. Is your guilty plea the result of a plea agreement? 
If so, what are the terms of that plea agreement? 
(If available, a written plea agreement must be attached hereto 
as "Addendum 'A"') / 
GUlL TV PLEA ADVISORY FORM 
D-CR (MISC7) 2.6.1 5  
3 
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If a written plea agreement was done, have you read this 
plea agreement? 
1 6. Do you understand your plea agreement? 
1 8. Has your attorney or anyone else forced or coerced you in 
any way into accepting this plea agreement? 
1 9. Have any other promises been made to you that have influenced 
· your decision to plead guilty? 
20. Has anyone told you what your sentence will be? 
If so, what have you been promised? 
2 1 . Is this a conditional guilty plea in which you are reserving your 
right to appeal any pre-trial issues? 
22. Hav,e you waived your right to appeal your judgment of conviction 
as part_ of your plea agreement? 
23. Have you waived your right to appeal your sentence as part of 
your plea agreement? 
Under what condition can you appeal your sentence? 
24. Do you understand that by pleading guilty you will waive 
(or give up) any defenses, both factual and legal, that you 
believe you may have in this case? 
25. Have you discussed the elements of the offense(s) for which 
you are charged with your attorney? 
GUlL TY PLEA ADVISORY FORM 
D-CR (MISC7) 2.6 . 15  
YES __ NO___;:::::' 
YES __ NO v 
YES_ NO V' 
YEs__0o __ 
t ' 
YES __ NO I 
YES_ NO / 
""" 
YES t!No __ 





I am charged with the crime(s) of: I understand the Minimum & Maximum - Fine 
W:Jffi u-J !'vH-mf-
and),m_Priso�__:t:j!fltJ 
_ 1> 025';CJO O 
e>- 'fr T.Jto - 4i / t;;Doel r ' 
26. If you plead guilty to more than one crime do you understand that your 
sentences for each crime could be ordered to be served either concurrently / 
(at the same time) or consecutively (one after the other)? YES..L_ NO 
27. Do you understand that if you plead guilty and you commit crimes 
in the future, this conviction could be considered in the future 
case and could cause more severe penalty in the future case? 
ADDITIONAL CONSEQUENCES OF A GUll TY PLEA 
28. Are you currently on probation or parole? 
If so, do you understand that a plea of guilty in this case could be 
the basis of a violation of that probation or parole 
(WHICH MEANS THAT ANY SUSPENDED SENTENCE 
COULD BE IMPOSED AND ANY PAROLE REVOKED)? 
29. Are you aware that if you are not a citizen of the United States, 
the entry of a plea or making of factual admissions could have 
consequences of deportation or removal, inability to obtain legal 
status in the United States, and or denial of an application for 
United States citizenship? 
30. Does the crime to which you wil l  plead guilty require you to 
register as a sex offender? ( I .  C. § 1 8-8304) 
31 . Are you aware that if you plead guilty you may be required 
to pay restitution in this case? (I .C. §1 9-5304) 
32. Are you pleading guilty to a crime for which you may 
be required to pay the costs of prosecution and 
investigation? ( I .C. § 37-2732 (k)), ( I .C.R. 33(d)(2)) 
If so, have you and the State agreed upon the amount of this 
reimbursement? 
YES_L No __ 
YES_ NO� 
YES / NO __ 
YES�O­
YES __ NO-/ 
YES� NO __ 
If- ,  
YES J NO T -
YES_ NO V" 
If you have, what is the amount? --------------------,-�­
YES =<:_ 33. Have you agreed to pay restitution as a condition of your plea agreement? ·. 
GUILTY PLEA ADVISORY FORM 




34. If the amount of restitution has not been agreed upon, do you 
understand that you cannot withdraw your guilty plea even 
if the restitution amount is determined to be higher than you thought 
it might be or should be? 
35. Is a license suspension required as a result of a guilty plea in 
this case? 
36. Do you understand that if you plead guilty you wil l be required to 
submit a DNA sample and Right Thumbprint impression to 
the State? (I .C. § 1 9-5506) 
37. Are you pleading guilty to a crime for which the Court could 
impose a fine for a crime of violence of up to $5,000, payable to 
the victim of the crime? ( I .C § 1 9-5307) 
38. Do you understand that if you plead guilty to a felony, you will lose 
your right to vote in Idaho during the period of your sentence? 
(ld. Const. art.6, §3) 
39. Do you understand that if you plead guilty to a felony, you will lose 
your right to hold pu_blic office in Idaho during the,period of your 
sentence? (ld. Const. art.6, §3) 
· 
40. Do you understand that if you plead guilty to a felony, you will lose 
your right to perform jury service in Idaho during the period of your 
sentence? (ld. Const. art.6, §3) 
YES �O __ 
YES __ NO , ,/ 
/ 
YES __ NO / 
1\' 
YES /No __ 
/"'./ 
YES-b-L- NO_ 
41 . Do you understand that if you plead guilty to a felony and or to a m isdemeanor /./ 
crime of domestic violence you wil l lose your right to purchase, possess, 
or carry firearms? ( I .  C. § 1 8-31 0, 1 8  U .S.C. § 922(g)(9)) YES __ NO __ 
42. Do you understand that by pleading guilty to a felony, you run the 
risk that if you have new felony charges in the future, you could 
be charged as a Persistent Violator? ( I .C §§ 1 9-2514, 37-2739) 
RELATIONSHIP WITH YOUR ATTORNEY 
43. Have you had sufficient time to discuss your case with your attorney? 
44. H�ve you had adequate time to fill out this form? 
45. Have you had adequate access to your attorney's assistance in 
filling out this form? 
GUll TY PLEA ADVISORY FORM 
D-CR (MISC7) 2.6.15  
YES)_ NO __ 
YES)_ NO __ 
YES� NO __ 
6 
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46. Your attorney can obtain various items from the prosecutor relating 
to your case. This may include police reports, witness 
statements, tape recordings, photographs, reports of scientific testing, 
etc. This is called "discovery." Have you had the opportunity to review 
the discovery provided by your attorney? 
47. Do you want your attorney to take any further action in this case? 
48. If you are not a citizen of the United States, have you talked to your 
attorney about the impact of your guilty plea on deportation, on your 
legal status in the United States and on obtaining United States 
citizenship? 
49. Do you understand that no one, including your attorney, can force you 
to plead guilty in this case? 
50. Are you satisfied with your attorney's representation? 
If not, please state why you are dissatisfied? 
53. Were you satisfied with the conduct of the mediation? 
ENTRY OF PLEA 
54. Are the answers throughout this form your own answers? 
55. Are you entering your plea freely and voluntarily? 
56. Do you understand the consequences of entering a guilty plea? 
57. Are you admitting to all the elements of the crime(s) to which you 
are pleading guilty? 
Or are you pleading guilty because you are entering an Alford Plea? 
58. If you are entering an Alford Plea, do you understand that the Court 
will consider you just as guilty as if you enter a non-Alford plea? 
GUlL TY PLEA ADVISORY FORM 
O-CR (MISC?) 2.6 .15 
YES __ NO .c. -� 
YES __ NO __ 
YES_L NO_ 




YES / No_ 
YES-UNO_ 
' I  YES_L_ NO __ 
YES __ NO-ti' 
// 







59. Have you had any trouble answering any of the questions in h is 
form which you could not resolve by discussing the issue(s) with 
you attorney? 
60. If you were provided with an interpreter to help you fill out this form, 
have you had any trouble understanding your interpreter? 
61 . Do you need any additional time before you enter your guilty plea(s)? 
62. Do you understand that if the Court accepts your guilty plea(s) that 
you may not be able to withdraw your plea(s) at a later date? 
63. Is there anything else you want to tell the court about why you are 
pleading guilty? 
/ 
r- .• ·· 
YES __ NO f.-/ 
YES_ NO� 
/ 
YES __ NO ""/ 
YES� NO __ 
YES __ NO t--/ 
I have answered the questions on pages 1 -8 of this Guilty Plea Advisory Form truthfully, I 
understand all of the questions and answers herein, I have had the opportunity to discuss each 
question and answer with my attorney, and I have completed this form freely and voluntarily WITH A 
COMPLETE UNDERSTANDING OF THE CHARGE(S) TO WHICH I AM PLEADING GUILTY AND 
WITH KNOWLEDGE OF THE POTENTIAL CONSEQUENCES OF THIS PLEA. Furthermore, no 
one has forced me or threatened me to plead guilty. 
DATE: I l,J t ol ' 7 J/ -t:A.---' i)v: /A �D�E�FE�N�D�A-N�T�-------------------------
GUll TY PLEA ADVISORY FORM 




THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
FILED L L .  L D"- l t;" ;v;s-f1.M. 












CLERK OF THE Dl 
BY ' 
Case No. (!.f�_{r- D i/if& I <  
ORDER FORC/C£5 - O<L S{�S c. 
0 Conditional Release/Pretrial Services 
0 l).elease on Own Recognizance 
[3"'Commitment on Bond 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED the defendant abide by the following conditions of release: 
0 Defendant is Ordered released 
/ D On own recognizance D Placed on probation D Case Dismissed 
c1' Bond having been set in the sum of $ l 01 teO �otal Bond 
DEPUTY 
D Bond having been D increased 0 reduced to the sum of $ D Total Bond 
�pon posting bond, defendant must report to the Canyon County Pretrial Services office as stated below: 
�efendant shall report to the Canyon County Pretrial Services Office and follow the standard reporting conditions: 
D Comply with a curfew designated by the Court or standard curfew set by Pretrial Services ------­
�t consume or possess alcoholic beverages or mood altering substances without a valid prescription. 
�bmit to evidentiary testing for alcohol and/or drugs as requested by Pretrial Services at defendant's expense. 
D Not operate or be in the driver's position of any motor vehicle. 
0 Abide by any No Contact Order and its conditions. 
D Submit to D GPS 0 Alcohol monitoring as directed by Pretrial Services. 
Defendants Ordered to submit to GPS or alcohol monitoring shall make arrangements with a provider 
approved by Pretrial Services, prior to release. 
OTHER: �LSv) ,�,Q .iQ ./} b)..h£uc0 
Failure by defendant to comply with the rules and/or reporting conditions and/or requirements of release as 
Ordered by the Court may result in the revocation of release and return to the custody of the Sheriff. 
Dated: �{( l.>-><..+(0 l�f{"_Signed:,_/,[_1 ��(\------� ./ __ l Dt; Judge 
D White - Court ��w - Jail/Pretrial Services �k- Defendant 10/1 1 
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e= ILED 1 1 /1 0/20 1 5  AT 04:04 PM 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
bRJGJNAI!lOF TI'IJSfii)OCUMERf'TO IDOC! Assigned to: _____ _ BY D. Torgersen ,  DEPUTY 
Ass igned : ______ _ 
Third Judicial District Court, State of Idaho 
In and For the County of Canyon 
ORDER FOR P RESENTENCE REPORT AND EVA LUATIONS 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs . 
Benjam in John Dahl 
1 941 9 Brushy Creek Ave 
Caldwell ,  I D  83605 
Case No: CR-201 5-000986 1 -C 
ORDER FOR P RE - SENTENCE INVESTIGATION 
REPORT 
CHARGE(s): 
137-2732(a)(1 )(A) F Controlled Su bstance-Manufacture or Deliver, 
or Possess with Intent to Manufacture or Deliver 
137-2732(c)( 1 )  F Controlled Substance-Possession of 
ROA : PSI0 1 - Order for Presentence I nvestigation Report 
On th is Tuesday, November 1 0, 201 5, a Pre-sentence Investigation Report was ordered by the Honorable 
Thomas J. Ryan to be completed for Court appearance on: 
Sentencing Monday, January 1 1 ,  201 6 at 02:30 PM at the above stated courthouse before the Honorable 
Thomas J. Ryan. 
D Behavioral Health Assessments waived by the Court 
D Waiver under IC 1 9-2524 2 (e) allowing assessment and treatment services by the same person or facility 
Other non- §1 9-2524 evaluations/examinations ordered for use with the PSI: 
0 Sex Offender 0 Domestic Violence 0 Other Evaluator: -------
DEFENSE COUNSEL: Canyon County Public Defender : Kim berly Sim mons. 
PROSECUTOR: Canyon County Prosecutor : Matt Bever. 
THE DEFENDANT IS IN CUSTODY: 0 )40 d' Y E S  If yes where : ___ �--r�-0--\·-�-- --------
00 YOU NEED AN INTERPRETER? � NO 0 YES if yes, what is the language? _________ __,_ 








Rebecca J. Smith 
Presentence Investigator 
District 3 Probation and Parole 
Phone 454-7601 Ext. 239 
Fax 454-7624 
Rebecca Smith < resmith@idoc.idaho.gov> 
Thursday, November 12, 2015 11:05 AM 
Diane Torgersen 
Re: Benjamin Dahl CR2015-09861 
The information contained in this e-mail message and any attachments may be privileged and confidential. If the reader 
of this message is not the intended recipient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are 
hereby notified that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you 
have received this communication in error, please notify the sender i mmediately by replying to this e-mail  and delete the 
message and any attachments from your  computer. 
> > > Diane Torgersen < dtorgersen@canyonco.org> ll/10/2015 4:10 PM > > > 
Please open the attached document. It was scan ned a nd sent to you using a Xerox multifunction device. 
Attachment File Type: pdf, Multi-Page 
multifunction device Location: Room 301 
Device Name: CourtCierk 
For more information on Xerox products and solutions, please visit http://www.xerox.com 
1 
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Kimberly Simmons, Deputy Public Defender, ISB #6909 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER'S OFFICE 
Canyon County Administration Building 
1 1 1  N. nth Ave, Suite 120 




Attorneys for the Defendant 
F I L E D ----A.M-. ---rP.M. 
NOV 1 0  2015 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 0 TORGERSEN, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 






STIPULATION TO ENTER 
CONDITIONAL GillLTY PLEA 
The parties above-named, by and through undersigned counsel, come now and hereby 
move this Court pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule l l (a)(2) to allow Defendant to enter a 
conditional plea of guilty in the above-entitled matter, which would reserve in writing the right, 
l�Ja,uJ on appeal from �1d �m, to review the Court's adverse ruling on Defendant's Motion to 
Suppress. If Defendant prevails on appeal, Defendant shall be allowed to withdraw his plea of 
"guilty." 
DATED this /0-M_ day of/J/J/(�, 201{ 
KIMBE 
Canyon County Prosecutor's 
STIPULATION TO ENTER CONDITIONAL GUILTY PLEA,CR-20 1 5-09825- pg. 1 
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"' ..... 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this 1 3th day of October, 201 5, a copy of the foregoing STIPULATION 
TO ENTER CONDITIONAL GUILTY PLEA was served on the following named persons at the 
addresses shown and in the manner indicated. 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Clerk of the Court-Criminal Proceeding 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street, Rm 201 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ x] Hand Delivery-Court Mailbox 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ x] Hand Delivery 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
Canyon County Public Defender's Office 
STIPULATION TO ENTER CONDITIONAL GUILTY PLEA,CR-20 1 5-09825- pg. 2 
100
GABRIEL MCCARTHY, ISB #7516 
401 West Front Street, Suite 302 




F I A.� \i/�M. 
NOV 1 9 2015 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
M. NYE, DEPUTY 
Attorney for Two Jinn, Inc., dba Aladdin Bail Bonds 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
BENJAMIN JOHN DAHL, 
Defendant, 
ALAODIN BAIL BONDS as agent for 
AMERICAN CONTRACTORS 
INDEMNITY COMPANY, 
Surety/Real Party in Interest. 
Case No.: CR-2015-0009861-C 
Bond No. : AC25-7519239 
Bond Amount: $25,000.00 
MOTION FOR EXONERATION 
OF BOND AND CONDITIONAL 
REQUEST FOR HEARING 
Two Jinn, Inc . ,  by and through its counsel of record, Gabriel McCarthy, hereby moves 
this Court to exonerate this bond in the above referenced case. This Motion is made pursuant to 
I .C.  § §  1 9-29 1 2, 1 9-2922(6) and I .C.R. 46. 
MOTION FOR EXONERATION OF BOND AND CON DITIONAL REQUEST FOR HEARING 
O RfGffJAL  
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The Court revoked the Defendant' s  Bond on November 1 0, 20 1 5 . See Court ROA. The 
Court also remanded the Defendant back in to the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff. See 
"Canyon County Jail Roster" for Benjamin John Dahl, ID Number 3 99524. 
Pursuant to I .C .  § 1 9-2922(6), the court shall order the bail exonerated when the "court 
has revoked bail and has ordered that the defendant be recommitted." To date, this bond has not 
been exonerated. Wherefore, it is requested that this Court exonerate Bond AC25-75 1 9239 as 
required by I .C .  § 1 9-2922(6). 
The State, as a party to this bail agreement, has the right to be heard with respect to this 
Motion. See State v. Abracadabra Bail Bonds, 1 3 1  Idaho 1 1 3 ,  952 P.2d 1 249 (Ct. App. 1 998). 
Should the Court, for any reason, determine that this Motion should be denied, it is 
respectfully requested that the Court set this matter for a hearing at a mutually convenient date 
and time. 
Respectfully submitted this l6_ day of November, 20 1 5 . 
MCCARTHY 
for Two Jinn, Inc. 
MOTION FOR EXONERATION OF BOND AND CONDITIONAL REQUEST FOR HEARING 
PAG E 2 0F 3  
(05/1 1 )  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
. .  �""'-
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this £ day of November, 20 1 5, I caused to be served a 
true and correct copy of the foregoing by the following method to : 
Canyon County Prosecutor 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 8 3 605 
Canyon County Public Defender 
1 1 1  N. 1 1 th Ave 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
[_] [_] [_] [_] [_] r-¥]J 
[_] [_] [_] [_] [7\] [�] 
U.S.  Mail, postage prepaid 
Hand Delivery 
Court House Basket 
Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile : 208-454-7474 
U . S .  Mail, postage prepaid 
Hand Delivery 
Court House Basket 
Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile: 208-649- 1 8 1 9  
���&k:o 
Heather Price 
MOTION FOR EXONERATION OF BOND AND CONDITIONAL REQUEST FOR HEARING 
PAG E 3 0F 3  
(05/1 1 )  
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Idaho Repository - Case Number Result Page 
e Page 1 of 4 
Case N u m ber Result Page 
Canyon 
1 Cases Found . 
State of Idaho vs. Benjamin John Dahl 
Next hearing scheduled : 01/11/2016 2:30 PM 
Case : ��������C District Judge : ����
as 1 Am
d�ue�t$0 .00 Pending 
Charges : Violation Date Charge Citation Deg ree Disposition 
05/23/2015 I37-2732(a)(1)(A) {F} Felony 
Controlled Substance-
Manufacture or Del iver, or 
Possess with Intent to 
Manufacture or Del iver 
Officer: Caldwell Pol ice, 
CPO 
05/23/2015 I37-2732(c)(1) {F} 
Controlled Substance-
Possession of 
Officer: Caldwell Police, 
CPO 
05/23/2015 I37-2732(c)( 1) {F} 
Controlled Substance­
Possession of 
Officer: Caldwell Police, 
CPO 
05/23/2015 I37-2732(c)( 1) {F} 
Controlled Substance­
Possession of 





�:��i�s :  Date/Time Judge 
0 1/ 1 1/20 1 6  
2 : 30 PM Thomas J Ryan 




actions :  
05/26/20 1 5  New Case Fi led -Felony 
05/26/20 1 5  Affidavit Of Probable Cause 
05/26/20 1 5  Crimina l  Com pla int 
05/26/2 0 1 5  Heari ng Schedu led (Arra ignment (In Custody) 05/26/20 1 5  0 1 : 32 PM) 
05126120 1 5  Hearing r�su lt for Arra ign ment ( I n  Custody) schedu led o n  05/26/20 1 5  0 1 : 32 PM : Hea n ng Held 
05126120 1 5  Hearing �esult for Ar�a ign ment (In Custody) schedu led o n  05/26/20 1 5  0 1 : 32 PM : Arra 1gnment I F1rst Appearance 
05126120 1 5  Hearing resu lt for Arra ign ment (In Custody) sched u led o n  05/26/20 1 5  0 1 : 32 PM : Constitutional  Rights Warn i ng 
05126120 1 5  Hearing resu lt for Arra ign ment ( In  Custody) schedu led on 05/26/20 1 5  0 1 : 32 PM : Consol idation Of Fi les w/CR1 5-9825C 
05126120 1 5  Hearing resu lt for Arra ign ment ( I n  Custody) schedu led o n  05/26/2 0 1 5  0 1 : 32 PM : Order Appointing Publ ic  Defender 
05126120 1 5  Hearing resu lt for Arra ign ment ( I n  Custody) scheduled o n  05/26/20 1 5  0 1 : 32 PM : Commitment On Bond $25,000 tota l w/C R 1 5-9825C 
05/26/20 1 5  
https://www.idcourts.us/repository/caseNumberResults.do 1 1 1 1 7/20 1 5  104
Idaho Repository - Case Numb-Result Page Page 2 of 4 
Hearing resu lt for Arraign ment (In Custody) schedu led on 05/26/20 1 5  0 1 : 32 
PM : U pon Posting Bond - Report to Pre-Tria l  Release 
05126120 1 5  Hearing resu lt for Arra ignment ( In  Custody)  schedu led o n  05/26/20 1 5  0 1 : 32 PM : Notice Pretria l  Release Services 
05/26/20 1 5  Hea ring Schedu led (Pre l im inary Hearing 06/04/20 1 5  08 : 30 AM) 
05/28/20 1 5  Request For D iscovery 
05/28/20 1 5  Demand For Notice Of Defense Of Al ib i  
05/28/20 1 5  PA's Response and Objection to Request For Discovery 
05/29/20 1 5  Bond Posted - Surety (Amount 25000. 0 0  ) 
05/29/20 1 5  Request For Discovery 
05/29/20 1 5  PA's First Su pplementa l Response to Request for Discovery 
06/0 1/20 1 5  Waiver Of Extradition 
06104120 1 5  Hear!ng resu lt for Pre l im ina ry Hea ring schedu led o n  06/04/20 1 5  08 : 30 AM : Heanng Held 
06104120 1 5  Hear!ng resu lt . for P�e l iminary Hearing schedu led o n  06/04/20 1 5  08 : 30 AM : Contmued-Wa1ved t1me 
06/04/20 1 5  Hearing Schedu led ( Prel i m i na ry Hearing 06/ 1 9/20 1 5  08 : 30 AM) 
06/05/20 1 5  PA's Second Su pplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
061 1 9120 1 5  Hear!ng resu lt for Pre l im inary Hea ri ng schedu led o n  06/ 1 9/20 1 5  08 : 30 AM : Heanng Held 
061 1 9120 1 5  Hea ring resu lt for Prel im inary Hearing scheduled o n  06/ 1 9/20 1 5  08 : 30 AM : Prel im inary Hearing Wa ived ( bound Over) 
061 1 9120 1 5  Hearing resu lt for Pre l im inary Hearing scheduled o n  06/ 1 9/20 1 5  08 : 30 AM : Order B ind ing Defendant Over to District Cou rt 
06/ 19/20 1 5  Hearing Sched uled (Arrn . - District Court 07/02/20 1 5  09 : 00 AM) 
06/23/20 1 5  I nformation 
Hearing resu lt for Arrn . - District Cou rt schedu led on 07/02/20 1 5  09 : 0 1 AM : 
07/02/20 1 5  District Court Heari ng Held Cou rt Reporter :  Debora Kreid ler N u m ber of 
Transcript Pages for this heari ng est imated : Less than 100 pages 
07102120 1 5  Hear!ng resu lt for Arrn . - District Court schedu led o n  07/02/20 1 5  09 : 0 1 AM : Heanng Held 
07102120 1 5  Hea�i ng resu lt f�r Arrn . - District Court schedu led o n  07/02/2 0 1 5  09 : 0 1 AM : Arra ignment I F1rst Appeara nce 
07102120 1 5  Hearing resu lt for Arrn . - District Court schedu led o n  07/02/20 1 5  09 : 0 1 AM : Appear & Plead Not Gu i lty STNW 
07102120 1 5  Hea.ri ng result �or Arrn . - District Court schedu led o n  07/02/20 1 5  09 : 0 1 AM : Not1ce Of Heanng 
07/02/20 1 5  Hearing Schedu led (Pre Tria l  09/ 1 4/20 1 5  02 : 00 PM) 
07/02/20 1 5  Hearing Schedu led (Jury Tria l  1 0/20/20 1 5  08 : 30 AM) STNW 
07/ 1 7/20 1 5  Affidavit of Pretria l  NonCompl iance (w/letter) 
07/29/20 1 5  Motion to Suppress Pursuant to I .C . R  1 2(b)  
08/ 1 2/20 1 5  Memorandum in  Su pport of  Motion to  Suppress 
08/ 1 4/20 1 5  Notice Of Hearing on Motion to Suppress 
08/ 1 4/20 1 5  Heari ng Scheduled (Motion Hearing 09/08/20 1 5  0 3 : 00 PM ) Mtn to Suppress 
08/ 1 4/20 1 5  PA's Third Su pplementa l Response to Request for Discovery 
08/ 1 9/20 1 5  PA Fou rth Supplementa l  Response to Request for Discovery 
08/27/20 1 5  Response to Defendant's Motion to Suppress 
09108120 1 5  Hearing resu lt for Motion .
Hearing schedu led o n  09/08/20 1 5  03 : 00 PM : 
Hea n ng Held - under advisement 
Hearing resu lt for Motion Hearing schedu led on 09/08/20 1 5  03 : 00 PM : 
09/08/20 1 5  District Cou rt Hearing Held Court Reporter :  K im Sau nders N u m ber of 
Tra nscri pt Pages for th is hearing estimated : less than 100 
https://www.idcourts .us/repository/caseNumberResults.do 1 1 / 1 7/20 1 5  105
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09/09/20 1 5  Notice of Supp lementa l  Authority 
09/ 1 1/20 1 5  Affidavit of Pre-Tria l  NonCompl ia nce (w/letter) 
09/ 14/20 1 5  Hearing resu lt for Pre Tria l  scheduled on 09/ 1 4/20 1 5  02 : 00 PM : Hearing Held 
Hearing resu lt for Pre Tria l  scheduled on 09/ 1 4/20 1 5  02 : 00 PM : District 
09/ 14/2 0 1 5  Court Hearing Held Cou rt Reporter :  Kim Sau nders N u m ber of Transcript 
Pages for this hearing estimated : less than 1 00 
09/ 14/20 1 5  Hearing Schedu led (Conference - Status 1 0/05/20 1 5  0 1 : 4 5 PM) 
09/ 1 5/20 1 5  Objection to Supplementa l Authority 
09/ 1 7/20 1 5  Hearing Schedu led (Conference - Status 1 0/05/20 1 5  03 : 1 5 PM)  
09/ 1 8/20 1 5  Amended Notice of  Hea ri ng 
09/24/20 1 5  Memorandum Decision U pon Defendant's Motion To Suppress I DENIED 
10105120 1 5  Hear!ng resu lt for Conference - Status sched u led o n  10/05/2015  03 : 1 5 PM : Hea n ng Held 
Hearing resu lt for Conference - Status scheduled on 1 0/05/20 1 5  0 3 : 1 5 PM : 
1 0/05/20 1 5  District Court Hearing Held Court Reporter: K im Sau nders N u m ber of 
Tra nscri pt Pages for this hearing estimated : less than 100 
10/05/20 1 5  Hearing Schedu led (Change of Plea 1 0/ 1 3/20 1 5  03 : 30 PM) 
1 01 1 3120 1 5  Hea ring resu lt for J u ry Tria l  schedu led o n  1 0/20/20 1 5  08 : 30 AM : Hearing Vacated STNW 
1 01 1 3120 1 5  Hear!ng resu lt for Change of Plea scheduled o n  1 0/ 1 3/2 0 1 5  03 : 30 PM : Heanng Held 
Hea ri ng resu lt for Change of Plea schedu led on 1 0/ 1 3/20 1 5  03 : 30 PM : 
1 0/13/20 1 5  District Cou rt Hearing Held Cou rt Reporter: K im Sau nders N u m ber of 
Tra nscri pt Pages for this heari ng esti mated : less than 100 
1 0/ 1 3/20 1 5  Hea ring Schedu led (Jury Tria l  1 2/ 1 5/20 1 5  08 : 30 AM) stw 
1 0/ 1 3/20 1 5  Hea ring Schedu led (Conference - Status 1 1/09/2 0 1 5  03 : 00 PM) 
1 0/ 14/2 0 1 5  Notice Of Hearing 
1 1/05/20 1 5  Affidavit of Pretrial NonCompl iance (w/letter) 
1 1109120 1 5  Hear!ng resu lt for Conference - Status scheduled o n  1 1/09/20 1 5  03 : 00 PM : Contmued 
Hea ri ng resu lt for Conference - Status scheduled on 1 1/09/2 0 1 5  03 : 00 PM : 
1 1/09/20 1 5  District Cou rt Hearing Held Court Reporter: K im Sau nders N u m ber of 
Transcri pt Pages for this heari ng esti mated : less than 100 
1 1/09/2015  Hearing Sched u led (Conference - Status 1 1/ 1 0/20 1 5  0 1 : 30 PM) 
1 110912015  Hear!ng resu lt for Conference - Status sched u led on 1 1/ 10/2015  0 1 : 30 PM : Contmued 
Hearing resu lt for Conference - Status schedu led on 1 1/10/20 1 5  0 1 : 30 PM : 
1 1/09/20 1 5  District Cou rt Hearing Held Court Reporter: K im Sau nders N u m ber of 
Tra nscri pt Pages for th is hearing estimated : less than 100 
1 1/09/20 1 5  Hearing Schedu led (Conference - Status 1 1/ 1 0/2015 0 1 : 30 PM) 
1 1/ 1 0/20 1 5  Affidavit of Pretria l  NonCompl ia nce (w/letter) 
1 11 10120 1 5  Hearing resu lt for Jury Tria l  scheduled o n  1 2/ 1 5/20 1 5  08 : 30 AM : Hearing Vacated stw 
1 1110120 1 5  Hear!ng resu lt for Conference - Status scheduled o n  1 1/ 10/2015  0 1 : 30 PM : Hea n ng Held 
1 1110120 1 5  Hea ring resu lt for Conference - Status sched u led o n  1 1/ 10/2015  0 1 : 30 PM : Change Plea To Gu i lty Before H/t - cou nt I & I I  
1 11 1 0120 1 5  He�ri ng resu lt �or Conference - Status sched u led o n  1 1/ 10/2015  0 1 : 30 PM : Gu 1 lty Plea Adv1sory Form 
1 11 1 0120 1 5  Hearing resu lt for Conference - Status schedu led o n  1 1/ 1 0/20 1 5  0 1 : 30 PM : Pre-Sentence I nvestigation Eva luation Ordered 
1 11 1 0120 1 5  Hearing resu lt for Conference - Status schedu led o n  1 1/ 1 0/20 1 5  0 1 : 30 PM : Comm itment On Bond - $ 10,000 . 00 tota l 
https://www.idcourts.us/repository/caseNumberResults.do 1 1 / 1 7/20 1 5  106
Idaho Repository - Case Number Result Page 
e Page 4 of 4 
1 1/ 1 0/20 1 5  Notice revoking bond - power # AC2575 19239 
1 1/ 1 0/20 1 5  Hearing  Schedu led ( Sentencing 0 1/ 1 1/20 1 6  0 2 : 30 PM)  PSI ordered 
A Plea is Entered for Charge: - GT (I37-2732(a ) ( 1 ) (A) { F} Control led 
1 1/ 1 0/20 1 5  Su bstance-Manufacture or Del iver, or Possess with Intent to Manufactu re or 
Deliver) 
1 11 1 0120 1 5  A Plea i s  Entered f�r Charg e :  - GT (I37-2732(c) ( 1 )  {F} Control led Su bstance-Possession of) 
1 11 1 0120 1 5  District Court Hearing Held Court Reporter :  K im Sau nders N u m ber of Tra nscript Pages for this heari ng esti mated : less than 100 
1 1/ 1 0/20 1 5  PSI  Face Sheet Transmitted 
Connection : Public 
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Canyon County - Legal Notices 
e 
Page 1 of 1 
fleeted Ofhcials Services liesow ces 
username Log on 
New User Registration 
Forgot Your Pa><,word 
Elected Officials .,.. Sheriff .,.. Sheriff's Jail  Roster searcn • ]ad Rosf&(; 
Driver\ t 
Lmer gency M anagement 
f \ rnturi<Jf'l lnforrn<:itlon 
Sheriff's Jail Roster 
NPWS 
Stay Connected: I] 
tol !owing individuals ,:. nc currently housed in the Canyon County JaH or Canyon County Work Reitldse ((<ntC1L fhi'> l i s t  
may inc lude adults  with juveni le offt:n sos, juvP-niles w•th adult charges, individ 1 1a ls held on civi l  contempt ca ses and 
pdiTIC ipdm�, in  progr<.Hns ouhidP t h·: C t lnhne�, of tlw C·inyon County Jd i ! .  Prograrn5 i n clude ShPr'iff's l r 1 rn<·Hf• l dhl ) f  f)(•tdd, 
Ptctrictl  Release dnd hllt" ' l � !ve (:JnHnu;;ity Supervision ( I(Sl .  Funhcr mforrndh.Hl cdn be obt.·1 i 1 1 ed f"JV dP�F·il r ing i n  person <J r  
ca!iu1g (208} 4!J4 · !�.>41.(,· 
Current Arrests 
[St•arrh By :'l.ame 
Name· dahl �-S-'car-rh B) First Letter of Last 'iamt• 
� � � Q £ .E § !:i l J K 1 M N Q E Q B � I y_ W y_ f  
ID # 
· ····· ······························ ···- - - �--- ....... ........................................... ,,, , ,, , _, 
Searched By Name: dahl 
Result Found:  1 
Name Statute/Charges 
399524 BENJAMIN JOHN DAHL 37-2732(A1C)P/I - Cont Sub intent manuf deliver 
1 19-3901A - Fail to Appear 
Receive Change of Status Updates 
137-2732(()( 1) - Possession of Controlled Substance 
137-2734A(l) - Paraphernalia w Intent to Use 
Copyright © Canyon County, Idaho I Contact Information I Liabi lity Disclaimer I Site Map 
1115 Albany St. Caldwell, Idaho 83605 I Phone: (208) 454-7300( 
.... J 
Image 
http ://www.canyoncounty.org/JailRoster.aspx 1 1 1 1 7/20 1 5  
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GABRIEL MCCARTHY, ISB #7516 
401 West Front Street, Suite 302 










Attorney for Two Jinn, Inc., dba Aladdin Bail Bonds 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
BENJAMIN JOHN DAHL, 
Defendant, 
ALADDIN BAIL BONDS as agent for 
AMERICAN CONTRACTORS 
INDEMNITY COMPANY, 
Surety/Real Party in Interest. 
Case No. : CR-2015-0009861-C 
Bond No. : AC25-7519239 
Bond Amount: $25,000.00 
ORDER 
[lf The Court, having considered the Motion for Exoneration of Bond and Conditional 
Request for Hearing hereby GRANTS said Motion. Bond AC25-75 1 9239 in the above­
referenced matter is exonerated. 
D The Court, having considered the Motion for Exoneration of Bond and Conditional 
Request for Hearing in this matter hereby DENIES said Motion. Bond AC25-75 1 9239 is 
not exonerated for the reasons stated on the record. 
SO ORDERED this � day of Nov�0 , 20 1 5 . 
Judge 
ORDER - AC25-751 9239 @R I G tNAL  
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. . • 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this W_ day of �� , 20 1 5 . I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document to be mailed and/or faxed to the following: 
SARA MCLINN 
Regional Manager 
80 North Cole Road 
Boise, Idaho 83704 
Canyon County Prosecutor 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 8 3 605 
Canyon County Public Defender 
1 1 1  N. 1 1 th Ave 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
ORDER - AC25-75 1 9239 





Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile:  208-287-3302 
Email :  hprice@tritonmsllc.com 
[_] U . S .  Mail, postage prepaid 
[_] Hand Delivery 
L�1 Court House Basket 
[ _ _:_____} Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested 
[_] Overnight Mail 
L_] Facsimile : 208-454-7474 
L_] U . S .  Mail, postage prepaid 
L_] Hand Delivery 
[
[
()(.] Court House Basket 
..=____] Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested 
[_] Overnight Mail 
[_] Facsimile: 208-649- 1 8 1 9  
�-vCourt 
PAG E 2 0F 2  
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DIS����g����K 




CR 2015-9861 *C/CR 2015-9825*C 
BENJAMIN DAHL 
TO ANY SHERIFF, CONSTABLE, MARSHAL, POLICEMAN, OR PEACE 
OFFICER IN THE COUNTY OF CANYON OR THE STATE OF IDAHO: 
The Court having this date entered its order for the issuance of a Bench Warrant 
for the arrest of BENJAMIN DAHL for failure to comply with release conditions 
as heretofore ordered by this Court, and the above-named person having previously been 
charged with Possession of Controlled Substance with Intent to Manufacture or Deliver 
section(s) 37-2732(a)(l )(A){F},  Possession of a Controlled Substance x3 section(s) 37-
2732(c)(l ){F},  Possession of Drug Paraphernalia section(s) 37-2734A(l ). 
lEI Felony lEI Misdemeanor 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED forthwith to arrest the above-named person and 
bring said person before the undersigned Judge, or if said Judge is unavailable, then 
before the nearest available Judge. J.,J ros·hJ I '  /J.Atf l  t; ;14 .#..c.. tf4tc4 ��� tJP 
� This warrant may be served at night. 11� '110 ; .s �lw.J .(!...�h.l · 
IF BOND IS POSTED, THE DEFENDANT IS ORDERED to report immediately to� -
Probation and Parole Office. The previous terms and conditions of release are reinstated pending 
further order of the Court. 
J � 
Bail: __ .,_�_6_,_,, O.._.OLI.Q,__ _ _ 
Agency: CCSO 
RETURN 
STATE OF IDAHO 





/.tuw_ I � /Judge q .--
ss. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I received this Warrant on and served the 
Said Warrant by arresting the within-named Defendant, ___________ _ 




' I .. 
BENCH WARRANT 
Name: BENJAMI AHL 
DOB:
SSN: 




Last Known Address: 19419 Brush Creek Avenue, Caldwell, Idaho 83605 




(Additional Levels Inclusive) 
Local 
Statewide 
___ Surrounding States 
Western United States ---
Nationwide ---
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) CASE NO. CR-20 1 5000986 1 -C 
Plaintiff, ) 
vs. ) AFFIDAVIT GIVING NOTICE OF 
Benj amin J. Dahl ) F AlLURE TO APPEAR AT THIRD 
) DISTRICT PROBATION & PAROLE 
Defendant. ) 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Canyon ) 
I, Cristela Rendon, being duly sworn upon oath, deposes and says: 
1 .  I am employed by the Department of Corrections, Probation and Parole Division, 
District Three. This affidavit is based upon my own personal knowledge. 
2. The defendant failed to check in with District Three Probation and Parole. However, 
completed his GAIN-I Assessment on December 15, 2015. 
3. The above-named defendant failed to appear for his Presentence Interview on 
December 22, 2015. He was originally scheduled for a PSI interview on December 15 
2015 but he failed to have his PSI packet completed in time for his interview. I re­
scheduled him for December 22, 2015 at 2 :00 P.M. I did several lobby checks between 
2:03 and 2:19. The defendant wasn't out there. I called the defendant and left a 
voicemail message at 208-487-6600. The defendant hasn't returned my call. 
4. The defendant is not in custody at the Canyon County and/or Ada County Jail. 
Dated this 23 day of December, 20 1 5 . 
Copies: 
CANYON CO. PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
1 1 1 5 Albany St., Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
AFFIDAVIT OF F AlLURE TO APPEAR AT 
THIRD DISTRICT PROBATION & PAROLE 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER ' 
I l l  N. 1 1th Ave suite 120, Caldwell, ID 83606 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CR 2015-9861 *C/CR 201 5-9825*C 
BENJAMIN DAHL 
TO ANY SHERIFF, CONSTABLE, MARSHAL, POLICEMAN, OR PEACE 
OFFICER IN THE COUNTY OF CANYON OR THE STATE OF IDAHO: 
The Court having this date entered its order for the issuance of a Bench Warrant 
for the arrest of BENJAMIN DAHL for failure to comply with release conditions 
as heretofore ordered by this Court, and the above-named person having previously been 
charged with Possession of Controlled Substance with Intent to Manufacture or Deliver 
section(s) 37-2732(a)(1 )(A){F},  Possession of a Controlled Substance x3 section(s) 37-
2732(c)(l ){F} , Possession of Drug Paraphernalia section(s) 37-2734A(l ). 
!iJ Felony !iJ Misdemeanor 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED forthwith to arrest the above�named person and 
bring said person before the undersigned Judge, or if said Judge is  unavailable, then 
before the nearest available Judge. � f'S�,J n /s.¥/ �� ;"- ./-ltr.. .. uwf .f 
!iJ This warrant may be served at night. it�O(X) i > DrJ.u-,J. fi?r.fi;hJ · 
IF BOND IS POSTED, THE DEFENDANT IS ORDERED to report immediately ::-2-
Probation and Parole Office. The previous terms and conditions of release are reinstated pending 
further order of the Court. 
I � Bail: _ ___.:t-_6-1-lf OuOuO.,__ _ _ 
Agency: CCSO 
RETURN 
STATE OF IDAHO 





I HEREBY CERTIFY that 1 received this Warrant on 0) JAN 2J){ '  and served the 
Said Warrant by arresting the within-named Defendant, Bw�ru.,; D�H<. 
On the 3 (({) day of d/itv� 






THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
• 
� ARRAIGNMENT � IN-CUSTODY 0 SENTENCING I CHANGE OF P LEA 
STATE OF I DAHO, 
-vs-
Benjam in John Dahl 
� True Name 
Corrected Name: 
A P P EARANCES: 
t8J Defendant 
� Defendant's Attorney Andrew Woolf 
ADVISEMENT OF RIGHTS: Defendant 
) Case No. CR-201 5-9825-C; CR-20 1 5-9861 -C 
Plaintiff ) 
) Date: January 4, 201 6  
) 
Defendant. ) Judge: James A. Schiller 
) 
) Recording: Mag? ( 1 35-1 36) 
) 
� Prosecutor John Spalding 
D Interpreter 
� was informed of the charges against him/her and all legal rights, including the right to be represented by 
counsel. 
� requested court appointed counsel. D waived right to counsel. 
� lndigency hearing held.  
� Court appointed public defender. D Court denied court-appointed counsel. 
iZI DISTRICT COURT ARRN: January 1 5, 201 6, at 9:00 a . m .  before Judge Ryan 
BAIL: State recommends 
D Released on written citation promise to appear 
D Released on own recognizance (O.R.) 
D Released to pre-trial release officer. 
D No Contact Order D entered D continued 
0Address Verified 
D Corrected Address: __ 
D Released on bond previously posted. 
� Remanded to the custody of the sheriff. 
� Bail set at $25,000.00 total remains 
D Cases consolidated 
D Defendant to Report to Pretrial Release Services 
upon posting bond. 
OTHER: The Court advised the defendant of the Pre Trial Release warrant issued. 
ARRAIGNMENT I FIRST AP PEARANCE 
-..l..C.L').l..L)\3J.�..£L-l..l�o..L-=-----• Deputy Clerk 
07/2009 
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STATE OF IDAHO 
• •�· 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
CONTINUED HEARING 
) Case No. CR201 5-09861-C 
) CR201 5-09825-C 
Plaintiff ) 
-vs- ) Date: JanuaCL 1 1 , 2016 / 2:30 g.m. 
BENJAMIN J. DAHL. 




[gl Prosecutor - Matt Bever 
PROCEEDINGS: This matter shall be 
) 
Defendant. ) Judge: Thomas J. Ryan 
) 
) Reported By: Tammy Weber 
) 
) Recording: DCRT3 (249-252} 
) 
) Hearing: Sentencing 
) 
[g!Defendant's Attorney - Kimberly Simmons 
D Interpreter -
D Other -
[gl continued to the 18th day of February. 2016 at 1 :45 p.m. before Judge Ryan. 
D per stipulation of counsel D at the request of D State D DefendanUCounsel 
[gl to allow for the Presentence Investigation Reoort to be comgleted. 
BAIL: The Defendant was 
D Released on written citation promise to appear 
D Released on own recognizance (O.R.) 
D Released to pre-trial release officer. 
D Released on bond previously posted. 
181 Remanded to the custody of the sheriff. 
181 Bail set at $25,000.00 continued 
OTHER: __ , 
CONTINUED HEARING 
D Defendant to Report to Pretrial Release Services 
upon posting bond. 
_ ..... £2�...:..·--=f=�-----''Deputy Clerk 
08/2009 
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.. • -ILED 1 /1 2/20 1 6  AT 08: 1 6 AM CLERK OF TH E DISTRICT COURT 
IORIGIN�ti&pl1!1illl:�fMPI Assigned to: _____ _ BY D. Torgersen, DEPUTY 
Assig ned: -------
Third Judicial District Court, State of Idaho 
In and For the County of Canyon 
ORDER FOR P RESENTENCE REPORT AND EVALUATIONS 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
Benjamin John Dahl 
1 94 1 9  Brushy Creek Ave 
Caldwell, I D 83605 
Case No: CR-201 5-000986 1 -C 
ORDER FOR PRE - SENTENCE INVESTIGATION 
REPORT 
CHARGE(s):  
137-2732(a)(1 )(A) F Control led Su bstance-Manufacture or Deliver, 
or Possess with I ntent to Manufacture or Deliver 
137-2732(c)( 1 )  F Controlled Substance-Possession of 
ROA : PSI0 1 - Order for Presentence I nvestigation Report 
On this Monday, January 1 1 ,  201 6, a Pre-sentence Investigation Report was ordered by the Honorable Thomas 
J. Ryan to be completed for Court appearance on: 
Sentencing Thursday, February 1 8, 201 6  at 01 :45 PM at the above stated courthouse before the Honorable 
Thomas J. Ryan. 
0 Behavioral Health Assessments waived by the Court 
0 Waiver under IC 1 9-2524 2 (e) allowing assessment and treatment services by the same person or facility 
Other non- §19-2524 evaluations/examinations ordered for use with the P SI: 
D Sex Offender D Domestic Violence D Other . Evaluator: 
DEFENSE COUNS EL: Canyon County Public Defender : Kimberly Simmons. 
PROSECUTO R :  Canyon County Prosecutor : Matt Bever. 
THE DEFENDANT IS I N  CU STODY: 
DO YOU NEED AN INTERPRETER? 
I I Date:_l �(�/ /---""/--'-'�fr<-- -
{ I 
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Rebecca J. Smith 
Presentence Investigator 
District 3 Probation and Parole 
Phone 454-7601 Ext. 239 
Fax 454-7624 
Rebecca Smith < resmith@idoc.idaho.gov> 
Tuesday, January 12, 2016 09:58 AM 
Diane Torgersen 
Re: Benjamin Dahl CR2015-09861-C 
The information contained in this e-mail message and any attachments may be privileged and confidential. If the reader 
of this message is not the i ntended recipient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are 
hereby notified that any review, dissemination, d istribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you 
have received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by replying to this e-mail and delete the 
message and any attachments from your computer. 
> > > Diane Torgersen < dtorgersen@canyonco.org > 1/12/2016 8:43 AM > > > 
Please open the attached document. It was scanned and sent to you using a Xerox multifunction device. 
Attachment File Type: pdf, Multi-Page 
multifunction device Location: Room 301 
Device Name: CourtCierk 




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: THOMAS J .  RYAN DATE: FEBRUARY 1 8, 201 6 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR201 5-09861 -C 
) CR201 5-09825-C 
) 
vs. ) TIME: 1 :45 p.m. 
) 
BENJAMIN J .  DAHL, ) DCRT3 (151-215) 
) 
Defendant. ) REPORTED BY: Kim Saunders 
) 
This having been the time heretofore set for sentencing in the above-entitled matters, 
the State was represented by Mr. Matt Bever, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County, 
Idaho; and the defendant was present in court and represented by Ms. Kimberly Simmons. 
The Court called the case and determined all parties had received I reviewed the 
Presentence Investigation Report and the reference letters. No factual corrections were .made 
to the report. It was further determined there was no reason not to proceed with sentencing. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Bever made statements about the defendant and 
the case and presented argument in support of the Court retaining jurisdiction. He 
recommended an underlying sentence on Count I of two (2) years fixed followed by six (6) years 
indeterminate and on Count I I  of two (2) years fixed followed by three (3) years indeterminate. 
He presented orders of dismissal and restitution to the Court. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Bever indicated the biological mother had custody of 
the defendant's child .  
The Court signed the order dismissing Counts I l l  and IV. 
COURT MINUTE 
FEBRUARY 1 8, 201 6  
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, 
Ms. Simmons indicated the defense had no objection to the restitution, made statements 
about the defendant, and presented argument in support of probation. 
The Court made statements to the defendant. 
The defendant made statements to the Court on his own behalf. 
The Court made additional comments to the defendant and found him to be guilty 
of the offenses of Possession of a Controlled Substance With Intent to Deliver and 
Possession of a Controlled Substance, felonies, and sentenced him as set for the in the 
Judgment and Commitment and Order of Probation on Suspended Execution of 
Judgment. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, neither counsel had anything further for the Court to 
address. 
The Court provided the defendant with a copy of the order for a DNA sample and a 
notice of his rights upon sentencing. The defendant reviewed, signed, and returned the notice 
upon sentencing to the Court. 
Both of counsel returned their copies of the Presentence Investigation Report to the 
clerk. 
The defendant was released to probation. 
COURT M INUTE 
FEBRUARY 1 8, 2016 
2 
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, FILED 2 '  t A  
CLERK OF _,f THE 
BY £) � c\"f' < 
AT Jitff . M .  
D ISTRICT COURT 
I N  THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD J UDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
STATE OF I DAHO, I N  AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 





CASE NO. CR ts- � 01 �� � 
O RDER FOR DNA SAMPLE 
AND RIGHT THUMBPRINT 
THIS IS A CRIMINAL MATTER. The defendant is guilty of felony, 
Pt::J4_Q_;-WJ-(,c-y\ l h-\ �  �:\ � -P� tlG 
, Deputy 
*C 
Accordingly, THE IDAHO DNA DATABASE ACT of 1 996 (Idaho Code § 1 9-5501 , et seq.)  
requires defendant to provide a deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) sample and right ' thumbprint 
impression to the Idaho State Police. 
THEREFORE, THIS ORDERS THAT: 
1 .  The defendant shall report to the Idaho Department of Corrections within ten (1 0) 
days of the date of this order to provide a DNA sample and right thumbprint impression. 
2. The defendant is on notice that a fai lure to provide the DNA sample and thumbprint 
ordered above is a separate felony offense and can result in a violation of probation or 
parole, regardless of whether a new charge is fi led based upon a violation of the Act. 
3. Duly authorized law enforcement and correction personnel shall employ reasonable 
force to collect the DNA sample and/or right thumbprint should the defendant be 
incarcerated and refuse or resist providing the same.  
DATED this f� day of 
__ f"J�r-=>�c.u�1---• 20 I /.,  
Copies: ( foefendant 
ORDER FOR DNA SAMPLE AND RIGHT THUMBPRINT 5/01/201 4  
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dm 
F I A.� �5 q.M. 
FEB 1 8  2016 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
D TORGERSEN, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
BENJAMIN J DAHL, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR201 5-0986 1 
ORDER TO DISMISS 
COUNT III AND COUNT IV 
Pursuant to State's Motion and good cause existing therefore, IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that Count III-POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE and Count IV-
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE in the above entitled matter be dismissed. 
Jl'o.. �4. .. "-u 1. DATED this (� day of  201 6. 
ORDER TO DISMISS 
COUNT III AND COUNT IV 1 
District Judge 
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________________________ ......... .... 
, 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
--------------------------------�--
THE STATE OF IDAHO, or 
Plaintiff, 
-vs-
�dO--r�. wvll'_ �aJ,J � Defendant. 
FILED d- · (?:, · I & AT.:Jftf .M. CL� _OF �THE DISTRICT COURT 










Case No. C P- LS - 018,/o lc.. 
COMMITMENT 
Charge: � � 
Pc � 
------------------------------ > 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above-named Defendant, having been found guilty as charged, be 
committed to the custody of the Sheriff of Canyon County, Idaho and that this Order of Commitment shall 
serve as authority for continued custody. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the above-named Defendant shall serve: 
day(s). o _______ month(s). 0 ______ year(s). 
o as previously Ordered on the Judgment dated -------------------------
e( credit for t{-1 day(s) served. 
o determinate o indeterminate ------- o retained jurisdiction. 
o work search/work-out privileges granted from ----------------------------to 
o upon written verification. o as authorized by the Sheriff of Canyon County. 
o Sheriffs Work Detail: ____ days in lieu of ---- days jail to be completed by __ _ 
------------------------------------------------------· lf the 
Defendant fails to report to the jail as ordered or at a time agreed upon with the jail, or fails to satisfactorily 
perform the Defendanfs obligations with the Sheriff Inmate Labor Detail, then the Sheriff is ordered and 
directed to place the Defendant in custody to serve the Defendanfs jail time that has not been suspended. 
�ther: {fft.-Y�/:4 LlL J' tf �U' olkJ.-� P 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the above-named Defendant shall report to the Canyon County 
Sheriffon or befo� -------------------�-----�---------­
Signed: _/,'[ __ ....:.l_.�__;___,z.:t,__O+-...;'-+-----------­Dated: __ _.1--��....s.l.JL1 -4-l�' 1(�--





eF I JI-� .M. 
FEB 1 9 2016 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
S ALSUP, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 
CASE NO. CR201 5-09861 
Plaintiff, 
LAB RESTITUTION ORDER 
vs. 
B 2NJAMIN J DAHL, 
Defendant. 
Based upon the judgment and sentence in this case, and the expenses of the victim on this 
matter, and pursuant to Idaho Code, Section 37-2732. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT THE DEFENDANT, BENJAMIN J DAHL, pay 
THREE HUNDRED DOLLARS ($300) in restitution and that such restitution be paid to the 
Court to be distributed by the Court to the following victim(s): 
Idaho State Police 
Forensic Services 
700 S. Stratford Dr., Suite #125 
Meridian, ID 83642-6202 
Date Lab Expense 
6.3.20 1 5  $300 
LAB RESTITUTION ORDER 
1 
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There are no known Co-Defendants. 
It is FURTHER ORDERED that pursuant to I.  C. Section 1 9-5305, forty-two ( 42) days 
after entry of this order, or at the conclusion of a hearing to reconsider this order, whichever 
occurs later, this order may be recorded as judgment and the victim(s) may execute as provided 
by law for civil judgments. 
ldfk. DATED this _ ____.__-v� __ day of 
LAB RESTITUTION ORDER 




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Order for Restitution was 
forwarded to the following persons this Jl1 day of_..........,f(..____.b""'------' 20 1\L. 
Prosecutor: 
Public Defender: 
Felony Parole & Probation: 
Idaho State Police 
700 S. Stratford Drive, Ste 1 25 
M�ridian, ID 83642 
LAB RESTITUTION ORDER 
Court Basket-,,,...,)(.--­
Court Basket >( 
Court Basket { 
Mailed X.. 
Dated: 
CHRtt .J fll��OTO 





IDAHO STATE POLICE FORENSIC SERVICES 
700 South Stratford Drive, Ste 125 
M eridian, ID 83642-6202 
Phone: (208) 884-7170 
Fax: (208) 884-7197 
FORENSIC CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE ANALYSIS REPORT 
c ase Agency(s): Agency Case No(s) . :  
15-12188 
Laboratory Case No.: 
c ALDWELL POLICE DEPARTMENT 
D ate(s) of Offense: 
/23/2015 5 
D ate Evidence Accepted: 
/27/2015 5 
Ca se Name(s): 
s uspect - BENJAMIN DAHL 


















Alpha-PBP (CI, 37-2705(f)3) 
1 .  2 1 1  0.65g crysta l l ine material and debris M ethamphetamine (CI I )  
2 .  1 12  0.46g black/brown solid Heroin (CI, narcotic) 






declare under penalty of perjury pursuant to the law of the State of Idaho that the foregoing is true 
nd correct. 
� 
K erry Hogan I Forensic Scientist 
Is sue Date: 06/03/2015 
Page 1 of 2 
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! Laboratory Case Number: M2015-1713 
Idaho State Police 
Drug Restitution 
I Report No.:  1 
As provided in Idaho Code 37-2732(k), the Idaho State Police requests restitution from the 
defendant, BENJAMIN DAHL in the amount of $300 in association with Laboratory Case No. 
M2015-1713. This amount is based upon the confirmation of the following drug(s) being 
present in sample(s) submitted to this laboratory. The amount requested reflects a portion of the 





Please present this restitution request form and a copy of the laboratory report to the court at the 
time of sentencing. 
Please make checks payable to: Forensic Services 
700 South Stratford 
Meridian, Idaho 83642-6202 




Meridian Laboratory Manager 
Forensic Services 
Page 2 of 2 
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F 1 A.k §nr; qM. 
FEB 2 5 2016 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 0 TORGERSEN, DEPUTY 
I N  THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF I DAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF I DAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-vs-
BENJAMI N  J .  DAHL, 
















JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT 
AND ORDER OF PROBATION 
ON SUSPENDED EXECUTION 
OF JUDGMENT 
CASE NO. CR201 5-09861 -C 
On this 1 8th day of February, 201 6, personally appeared Matt Bever, Deputy 
Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County, Idaho, and the defendant, Benjamin J. Dahl , 
and the defendant's attorney Kimberly Simmons. 
IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant has been convicted upon the defendant's 
plea of gui lty to the offense of Possession of a Controlled Substance With Intent to 
Deliver, a felony, as charged in  Count I of the Information , a violation of Idaho Code 
Section 37-2732(a)( 1 )(A), committed on or about the 23rd day of May, 201 5 ; that the 
defendant has been convicted upon the defendant's plea of gui lty to the offense of 
Possession of a Controlled Substance, a felony, as charged in Count II of the 
Information,  a violation of Idaho Code Section 37-2732(c)(1 ) , committed on or about the 
23rd day of May, 201 5and the Court having asked the defendant whether there was any 
legal cause to show why judgment should not be pronounced, and no sufficient cause 
to the contrary having been shown or appearing to the Court, 
IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted . 
IT IS FURTHER ADJUDGED that the defendant be sentenced in  Count I to the 
custody of the Idaho State Board of Correction for a minimum period of confinement of 
two (2) years and a subsequent indeterminate period of confinement not to exceed six 
(6) years for a total unified sentence of eight (8) years. 
JUDGM ENT AN D COMM ITM ENT AND ORDER OF PROBATION 
ON S USPENDED EXECUTION OF JUDGMENT - Page 1 � _4_fYvL;/- 8 ·4_}- t (/ &r-129
IT IS FURTHER ADJUDGED that the defendant be sentenced in Count I I  to the 
custody of the Idaho State Board of Correction for a minimum period of confinement of 
two (2) years and a subsequent indeterminate period of confinement not to exceed 
three (3) years for a total unified sentence of five (5) years. The sentences shall run 
concurrent with one another. 
IT IS ORDERED that the defendant shal l submit a DNA sample and right 
thumbprint impression to the Idaho State Police through its designated agent, the Idaho 
Department of Correction,  pursuant to I .C. §1 9-5506. Such sample must be provided 
within  1 0  calendar days of this order; fai lure to provide said sample within the 1 0  day 
period is a felony offense. 
AND IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that execution of this Judgment be suspended 
in compliance with Idaho Code 1 9-2601 , Sub-Section 2, and that the defendant be 
placed on probation under the supervision and control of the Idaho State Department of 
Correction, Probation and Parole Division and this Court for a period of four (4) years, 
commencing on the 1 8th day of February, 201 6, and under the following terms and 
cond itions: 
That the defendant shal l :  (a) violate no State, Federal , or Municipal penal laws; 
(b) not change residence without first obtaining written permission from the supervising 
officer; (c) submit a truthful written report to the supervising officer each and every 
month and report in  person when requested; (d) not leave the State of Idaho or the 
Third Judicial District (Adams, Canyon, Gem, Payette, Owyhee, and Washington 
counties) without first obtaining written permission from the supervising officer; (e) seek 
and maintain employment or a program approved by the supervising officer, and not 
change employment or program without first obtaining written permission from the 
supervising officer; (f) waive defendant's constitutional right to be free from search and 
consent to the search of their person,  residence, vehicle, or property at the request of 
the supervising officer or any law enforcement officer; (g) not purchase or possess any 
firearms or weapons; (h) not possess any controlled substances without a valid 
prescription; (i) submit to tests for controlled substances and/or alcohol at probationer's 
own expense upon the request of the supervising officer or any law enforcement officer; 
U) follow the advice and instructions of the supervising officer; (k) execute a waiver of 
extradition ;  (I) defendant shall enter into and comply with an Agreement of Supervision 
with the Idaho Board of Correction, Department of Probation and Parole. 
SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 
1 .  The defendant shall pay the following sums as specified : 
JUDG MENT AND COMM ITM ENT AND ORDER OF PROBATION 
ON S USPENDED EXECUTION OF JUDG M ENT - Page 2 
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A. Court costs and fees in the amount of $285.50. 
B. Reimburse the County for the Public Defender in the amount of $350.00. 
C. Pay restitution pursuant to the restitution order. 
All of the previous stated amounts of money are due and payable to the District Court 
at a rate and schedule to be determined by the supervising officer. 
2 .  Pay a monthly supervision fee as  set by the supervising officer. 
OTHER SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 
1 .  The defendant shall enroll in  and successfully complete al l  programs of 
rehabil itation recommended by his supervising officer including ,  but not l imited to 
programs on substance abuse, anger management, vocational rehabil itation, 
mental health , and self-esteem counsel ing. 
2 .  The defendant shall enroll in and successfully complete al l  treatment as 
recommended in  the substance abuse evaluation ordered pursuant to I .C. § 1 9-
2524. 
3. The defendant shall not purchase, possess or consume alcohol , nor enter into 
any establishment where the sale of alcohol is the primary source of revenue. 
4. The defendant shall serve one hundred eighty ( 1 80) days in the Canyon County 
Jai l ,  to be used at the discretion of his supervising officer and with the approval of 
the Court. 
5 .  The defendant shall complete two hundred (200) hours of community service on 
a schedule to be determined by h is supervising officer. 
The Court has no objection to the defendant's probation being transferred to the 
seventh Judicial District upon the approval of the supervising officer. 
The terms of the defendant's probation may be revoked , mod ified or extended at 
any time by the Court, and in the event of any violation of the conditions hereof, during 
the period of probation , the Court may revoke this Order and cause the sentence to be 
JUDGMENT AND COMM ITM ENT AND ORDER OF PROBATION 
ON S US PENDED EXECUTION OF JUDGM ENT - Page 3 
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executed . Defendant is subject to arrest without a warrant for violation of any condition 
hereby imposed . 
DATED this '2.6#- day of February, 201 6. 
Thomas J .  'Ry�n 
District Judge 
I understand, accept and will abide by the terms and conditions of the attached 
Order. 
DATED this __ day of--------' 201 6. 
WITNESSED: ---------------
JUDGMENT AND COMM ITM ENT AND ORDER OF PROBATION 




Kimberly Simmons, Deputy Public Defender, ISB #6909 
Tera A. Harden, Chief Public Defender, ISB #6052 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER'S OFFICE 
Canyon County Administration Building 
111  N. Uth Ave, Suite 120 




Attorneys for the Defendant 
F I A.k�) q.M. 
FEB 2 9 2016 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
� nOMINGUEZ, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Case No. CR-2015-09825 
CR-2015-09861 
BENJAMIN DAHL 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
Defendant. 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENT, THE STATE OF IDAHO, AND THE 
CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1 .  The above named Appellant, BENJAMIN DAHL, appeals against the 
above-named Respondent to the Idaho Supreme Court from the following: 
A. The Judgment and Commitment and Order of Probation on 
Suspended Execution of Judgment that was filed on this matter on or about February 25, 
20 1 6. 
2. These matters were heard, and the Judgments were entered, in the Third 
Judicial District, in and for the County of Canyon by District Judge Thomas J. Ryan. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL, CR-20 1 5 -09825- pg. 1 
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3. A preliminary statement of the issues on appeal which the appellant 
intends to assert in the appeal; provided, any such list of issues on appeal shall not 
prevent the appellant from asserting other issues on appeal or amending issues listed 
below. 
A. Whether the court abused its discretion by denying defendant' s 
suppression motion? 
4. Appellant has the right to appeal all final judgments of convictions in 
criminal proceedings pursuant to Rule 1 1 (c)( 1 )  of the Idaho Appellate Rules. 
5.  Appellant requests a transcript, in both hard copy and electronic form, of the 
following hearings in this matter: 
A. The Motion to Suppress transcript held on September 9, 201 5, 
6. In addition to the standard clerk's record on appeal, the Appellant requests 
the following: 
A. A copy of the Pre-Sentence Investigation Report. 
7.  I certify: 
A. That a copy of this notice of appeal has been served on each 
Reporter of whom a transcript has been requested as named below at the address set out 
below: 
Kim Saunders, Court Reporter 
c/o Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
B .  That the appellant i s  exempt from paying the estimated transcript 
fee because he is incarcerated with the Idaho Department of Corrections and he is 
indigent. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL, CR-201 5-09825- pg. 2 
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C .  That the appellant i s  exempt from paying the estimated fee for the 
preparation of the clerk's  record because he is incarcerated with the Federal Bureau of 
Prisons and he is indigent. 
D.  That appellant is exempt from paying the appellate filing fee 
because he is incarcerated with the Idaho Department of Corrections and he is indigent. 
E. That service has been made upon all parties required to be served 
pursuant to Rule 20 and the attorney general of Idaho pursuant to Section 67- 1401 ( 1 ), 
Idaho Code. 
DATED this 29th day of February, 2016 .  
NOTICE OF APPEAL, CR-20 1 5-09825- pg. 3 
Kimberly Simmons, Deputy Public 
Defender 
Attorney for the Defendant 
---
135
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this 29th day of February, 20 1 6, a copy of the foregoing NOTICE 
OF APPEAL was served on the following named persons at the addresses shown and in 
the manner indicated. 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Clerk of the Court -Criminal Proceeding 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street, Rm 201 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Court Reporter Assigned to Case 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Idaho Attorney General 
700 W. State Street 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83703 
State Appellate Public Defender 
P.O. Box 28 1 6  
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Benjamin Dahl, Defendant 
Address of Defendant 
[ ] U.S . Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[x] Hand Delivery-Court Mailbox 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
[ ] U.S . Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[x] Hand Delivery 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[x] Hand Delivery-Court Mailbox 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[x] Hand Delivery 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[x] Hand Delivery-Court Mailbox 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[x] Hand Delivery 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
DATED this 29th day of February, 20 1 6  
Canyon County Public Defender' s Office 




Kimberly Simmons, Deputy Public Defender, ISB #6909 
Tera A. Harden, Chief Public Defender, ISB #6052 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER'S OFFICE 
Canyon County Administration Building 
111  N. Uth Ave, Suite 120 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Telephone: 208-649-1818 
Facsimile: 208-649-1819 
Email: ksimmons@ canyonco.org 
Attorneys for the Defendant 
F I A.k '� q.M. 
FEB 2 9 2016 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
B DOMINGUEZ, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 





Case No. CR-2015-09825 
CR-2015-09861 
MOTION TO APPOINT STATE 
APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER 
COMES NOW, BENJAMIN DAHL by and through the his attorneys of record, 
the Canyon County Public Defender's Office, and hereby moves this Court for its order, 
pursuant to Idaho Code § 1 9-867 et. seq., appointing the State Appellate Public Defender's 
Office to represent the Appellant in all further appellate proceedings and allowing current 
counsel for the defendant to withdraw as counsel of record for the purpose of appellate 
proceedings. This motion is brought on the grounds and for the reasons that: 
1 .  The Appellant is currently represented by the Canyon County Public Defender; 
2. The State Appellate Public Defender is authorized by statute to represent 
the defendant in all felony appellate proceedings; and 
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·. 
It is in the interest of justice for them to do so in this case since the defendant is 
indigent and any further proceedings on this case will be an appellate issue. 
Dated this 29th of February, 20 16. 
Kimberly Simmons, Deputy Public 
Defender 
Attorney for the Defendant 
MOTION TO APPOINT STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER, CR-20 15-09825- pg. 2 
---
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. . , 
____________________ ........... 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on this 29th day of February, 201 6, a copy of the foregoing 
Document was served on the following named persons at the addresses shown and in the 
manner indicated. 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Clerk of the Court -Criminal Proceeding 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street, Rm 201 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Court Reporter Assigned to Case 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Idaho Attorney General 
700 W. State Street 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83703 
State Appellate Public Defender 
P.O. Box 28 1 6  
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Benjamin Dahl, Defendant 
Address of Defendant 
[ ] U.S . Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[x] Hand Delivery-Court Mailbox 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ x] Hand Deli very 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
[ ] U.S .  Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[x] Hand Delivery-Court Mailbox 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[x] Hand Delivery 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[x] Hand Delivery-Court Mailbox 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[x] Hand Delivery 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
DATED this Twenty-ninth day of February, 20 16.  
0 
Canyon County Public Defender' s Office 
MOTION TO APPOINT STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER, CR-201 5-09825- pg. 3 
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NS 
Kimberly Simmons, Deputy Public Defender, ISB #6909 
Tera A. Harden, Chief Public Defender, ISB #6052 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER'S OFFICE 
Canyon County Administration Building 
111  N. Uth Ave, Suite 120 




Attorneys for the Defendant 
• F I A.� ,f? q,,M. 
MAR 0 1  2016 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
A YOUNG, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 





Case No. CR-2015-09825 
CR-2015-09861 
ORDER APPOINTING STATE 
APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER 
THIS MATTER having come before the Court pursuant to Defendant'/Appellant' s  
Motion for Appointment of State Appellate Public Defender; the court having reviewed 
the pleadings on file and the motion, the Court being fully appraised in the matter and 
good cause appearing: 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Canyon County Public Defender is 
withdrawn as counsel of record for Defendant/Appellant and the State Appellate Public 
Defender is hereby appointed to represent the Defendant/Appellant, BENJAMIN DAHL, 
in the above-entitled matter for appellate purposes. 
kr day of March, 20 16  
Judge 





CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the __J_ day of k\M�, 2016,  I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document, upon the indivioual(s) named below in the 
manner noted: 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Clerk of the Court -Criminal Proceeding 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street, Rm 20 1 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Court Reporter Assigned to Case 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Idaho Attorney General 
700 W. State Street 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83703 
State Appellate Public Defender 
P.O. Box 2816 
Boise, Idaho 8370 1  
Benjamin Dahl, Defendant 
Address of Defendant 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[x] Hand Delivery-Court Mailbox 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[x] Hand Delivery 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[x] Hand Delivery-Court Mailbox 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ x] Hand Deli very 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[x] Hand Delivery-Court Mailbox 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ x] Hand Deli very 
[ ] Electronic Mail 
CHRIS YAMAMOTO 
Clerk of the Court 
ORDER APPOINTING STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER , CR-20 1 5-09825- pg. 2 
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. . F I In the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho 4 .. � . I; .. ""� . . -
STATE OF II)AHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
v. 
BENJAMIN J. DAHL� 












NAR I 8 � J6 
CANYON COUN it Cl 
ORDER CONSOLIDATING A�fM:£>eMER, 'EPU�� 
NOS. 44003 AND 44004 FOR ALL 
PURPOSES 
Supreme Court Docket No. 44003-201 6 
Canyon County No. CR-2015-9861 
Supreme Court Docket No. 44004-2016 
Canyon County No. CR-201 5-9825 
WHEREAS, it appearing that the above entitled appeals shaiJ be consolidated for aU 
purposes; therefore, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that appeal Nos. 44001 and 44002 shall be CONSOLIDATED 
FOR ALL PURPOSES under No. 4400 1 ,  and all documents filed thereafter shall bear both docket 
numbers. 
IT FURTHER IS ORDERED that the District Court Clerk shall prepare a CLERK'S 
RECORD, which shall include the documents requested in these Notices of Appeal, together with a 
copy of this Order. Furthennore, the Court Reporter designated shall prepare the REPORTER'S 
TRANSCRIPT requested in these Notices of Appeal. The CLERK'S RECORD AND 
REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT shall be filed with this Court after settlement occurs. 
DATED this ,, day ofMarch, 201 6. 
cc: Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
Court Reporter 
District Judge Thomas J. Ryan 
For the Supreme Court 
Entered on JSf 
By: �· 
ORDER CONSOLIDATING APPEAL NOS. 44003 AND 44004 FOR ALL PURPOSES 
.................. ................ �.-··- -------...w...-142
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· · F I 1 In the Supreme Court of the State of Idahn -A.fl........,. .., 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Responden� 
v. 
BENJAMIN J. DAHL. 












MAR t  8 
CORRECTED . �YON COU 
ORDER CONSOLIDATING APPE_J!-DEMER, 
NOS. 44003 AND 44004 FOR ALL 
PURPOSES 
Supreme Court Docket No. 44003-201 6  
Canyon County No. CR-2015-9861 
Supreme Court Docket No. 44004-2016 
Canyon County No. CR-20 15-9825 
WHEREAS, it appearing that the above entitled appeals shall be consolidated for all · 
purposes; therefore, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that appeal Nos. 44001 tlJld 44002 f!l003 and 44004 shall be 
CONSOLIDATED FOR ALL PURPOSES under No. 4400+ 44003. and all documents filed 
thereafter shall bear both docket numbers. 
IT FURTHER IS ORDERED that the District Court Clerk shall prepare a CLERK'S 
RECORD, which shall include the documents requested in these Notices of Appeal, together with a 
copy of this Order. Furthermore, the Court Reporter designated shall prepare the REPORTER'S 
TRANSCRIPT requested in these Notices of Appeal. The CLERK'S RECORD AND 
REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT shall be filed with this Court after settlement occurs. 
DATED this day ofMarch, 2016. 
cc: Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
Court Reporter 
District Judge Thomas J. Ryan 
Entered on JSI 
By: 'tt· 





Publ ic Defender 
SARA B. THOMAS 
-7: 52 a.m.  05-02 -20 1 6  
trE"1 I A.k E 




State Appellate Public Defender 
1 .5.8. #5867 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
B DOMINGUEZ. DFPUTV 
ERIC D. FREDERICKSEN 
Chief, Appellate Unit 
I .S.B. #6555 
P.O. Box 281 6  
Boise, I D  83701 
(208) 334-271 2  
I N  THE DISTRICT COURT O F  THE THI RD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, I N  AND FOR CANYON COU NTY 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
v. 
BENJAMIN J. DAHL 
AKA: BENJAMIN JOHN DAHL, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
CASE NOS. t! 
CR 201 5-9861 & CR 201 5-9825 
S.C. DOCKET NOS. 
44003 & 44004 
AMENDED 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
TO: THE ABOVE-NAMED RESPONDENT, STATE OF I DAHO, AND THE 
PARTY'S ATTORNEYS, BRYAN TAYLOR, CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTOR, 
1 1 1 5 ALBANY STREET, CALDWELL, ID 83605, AND THE CLERK OF THE 
ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT: 
NOTICE IS H EREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1 .  The above-named appellant appeals against the above-named 
respondent to the Idaho Supreme Court from the Judgment and Commitment 
and Order of Probation on Suspended Execution of Judgment entered in the 
above-entitled action on the 25th day of February, 2016,  the Honorable 
Thomas J. Ryan, presiding. 
AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL - Page 1 
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2080000000 Public Defender tta:o3 a.m. 05-02 -201 6  
2 .  That the party has a right t o  appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the 
judgments or orders described in paragraph 1 above are appealable orders 
under a nd pursuant to Idaho Appellate Rule (I.A.R.) 1 1  (c)(1-1 0). 
3. A preliminary statement of the issues on appeal, which the appellant then 
intends to assert in the appeal ,  provided any such list of issues on appeal shall 
not prevent the appellant from asserting other issues on appeal, is/are: 
a. Whether the court abused its d iscretion by denying defendant's 
suppression motion? 
4. There is a portion of the record that is sealed. That portion of the record 
that is sealed is the Pre-Sentence Investigation Report (PSI). 
5. Reporter's Transcript. The appellant requests the preparation of the 
entire reporter's standard transcript as defined in I .A.R. 25(c). The appellant 
also requests the preparation of the additional portions of the reporter's 
transcript: 
a. The Motion to Suppress transcript hearing held on September 9 B1h 
201 5  (Court Reporter: Kim Saunders, estimation of less than 1 00 pages 
are listed on the Register of Actions); 
b.  Change of Plea October 1 3, 201 5  (Court Reporter: Kim Saunders. 
estimation of less than 1 00 pages are listed on the Register of Actions); 
and 
c. Sentencing Hearing held on February 1 8. 201 6  (Court Reporter: 
Kim Saunders, estimation of less than 1 00 pages are listed on the 
Register of Actions). 
AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL - Page 2 
3 /6 
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2'oaooooooo Public Defender e -8: 15 a.m. 05-02-201 6 
6. Clerk's Record. The appellant requests the standard clerk's record 
pursuant to I .A.R. 28(b)(2). The appellant requests the following documents to 
be included in the clerk's record, in addition to those automatically included under 
I .A.R. 28(b)(2): 
a. Memorandum in Support of Motion to Suppress filed August 1 2. 
201 5; 
b .  Response to Defendant's Motion to Suppress filed August 27. 
201 5; 
c. Notice of Supplemental Authority filed September 9. 2015; 
d. Objection to Supplemental Authority filed September 1 5. 201 5; 
e. Memorandum Decision upon Defendant's Motion to Suppress/ 
Denied filed September 24, 201 5; 
f. Stipulation to enter conditional guilty plea filed November 1 0. 201 5; 
g. Letter from Defendant filed February 2. 201 6; 
h.  Any affidavits, objections. responses, briefs or memorandums. filed 
or lodged, by the state. appellant or the court in support of or in  opposition 
to the Motion to Suppress; and 
i. Any exhibits. including but not limited to letters or victim impact 
statements and other addendums to the PSI or other items offered at the 
sentencing hearing. 
7. I certify: 
a. That a copy of this Amended Notice of Appeal has been served on 
the Court Reporter, Kim Saunders; 




2080000000 Public Defender e tts:26 a.m. 05-02-20 16 
b.  That the appellant is exempt from paying the estimated fee for the 
preparation of the record because the appellant is indigent. (Idaho Code 
§§ 31 -3220, 3 1-3220A, J.A. R. 24{e)); 
c. That there is no appellate filing fee since this is an appeal in  a 
criminal case (Idaho Code §§ 3 1 -3220, 31 -3220A, l.A.R. 23(a)(8)); 
d .  That arrangements have been made with Canyon County who will 
be responsible for paying for the reporter's transcript, as the client is 
indigent, I .C. §§ 3 1 -3220, 31 -3220A, I .A.R. 24{e); and 
e .  That service has been made upon all parties required to be served 
pursuant to I.A. R 20. 
DATED this 2nd day of May, 2016. 
ERI<t D. FREDERICKSEN 
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender 





2080000000 Public Defender e - : 35 a.m. 05-02-20 1 6 
CERTIFICATE O F  MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this 2nd day of May, 2016, caused a true and correct copy of the attached AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL to be placed in the United States mail, postage prepaid, addressed to: 
KIMBERLY SIMMONS 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 1 1 1  N 1 1 TH AVENUE STE 1 20 CALDWELL ID 83605 
KIM SAUNDERS 
COURT REPORTER 
CANYON COUNTY COURT HOUSE 1 1 1 5 ALBANY 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
BRYAN TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTOR 1 1 1 5 ALBANY STREET 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
KENNETH K JORGENSEN DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL CRIMINAL DIVISION PO BOX 83720 
BOISE ID 83720-001 0  Hand delivered to Attorney General's mailbox at Supreme Court 
EDF/mal 
AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL - Page 5 
6 /6 
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IN THE DISTRICf COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICf OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNIY OF CANYON 


















Case No. CR-15-09825*C 
Case No. CR-15-09861*C 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
I, CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District Court of the Third Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Canyon, do hereby certify the following are 
being sent as a confidential exhibits: 
Presentence Investigation Report 
Reference Letters 
The following is also being sent as an exhibit as requested in the Amended Notice of 
Appeal: 
Defendant's Letter 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the 
said Court at Caldwell, Idaho this 10th day of June, 2016. 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District 
Court of the Third Judicial 1 1 1 1  �t..·::.: .•• District of the State o!,�;--.;rs' R 1 C ··�,,,, in and for the Coun� of  ..... /-,.... ,,, 
� �,�,. E o ··\...o: � By: J;./cJ� $ D�f.I�:Y �/··. ,.... '=;. "- .. ":'-! . ()0 · ""'"· . : '"'r-' e  'Y • :O • 
• ::: • n :r. •  -4 : : :n : o o : : : 0 • C. • : 
! � -z,, ' : .. .. v • ').. • .. .. :;.." . � · .L � '::. � •.p�: cAtrio •• • 6' .:0 ' ... , �'c •••••••• <(i- , .. '#,, 1-4L 0\S\ ,,,'' ,,, ,, ... . . . . .  "''' 149
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTI OF CANYON 


















Case No. CR-15-09825 *C 
CR-15-09861*C 
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 
I, CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District Court of the Third Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Canyon, do hereby certify that the above and 
foregoing Record in the above entitled case was compiled and bound under my 
direction as, and is a true, full correct Record of the pleadings and documents under 
Rule 28 of the Idaho Appellate Rules, including all documents lodged or filed as requested, 
however, no duplicate documents were included in Case no. CR-15-09825*C. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal 
of the said Court at Caldwell, Idaho this 1oth day of June, 2016. 
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 
CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District 
Court of the Third Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho, 
in and for the County of Canyon. 
By: ;(:!_. t..J� Deputy 
,, . .
. . . . . . .. . ,,, ,, 
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IN THE DISTRICf COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICf OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 


















Supreme Court No. 44003-2016 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District Court of the Third Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Canyon, do hereby certify that I have 
personally served or had delivered by United State's Mail, postage prepaid, one copy 
of the Clerk's Record and one copy of the Reporter's Transcripts to the attorney of 
record to each party as follows: 
Sara Thomas, State Appellate Public Defender's Office, 
P.O. Box 2816, Boise, Idaho 83701 
Lawrence G. Wasden, Attorney General, Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal 
of the said Court at Caldwell, Idaho this 1oth day of June, 2016. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District 
Court of the Third Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho 
in and for the CoJJ�N�''¥14�• . .... ' ·m . , By: � u./� � •• � • C ',.,. .... 
•• '\
p..i E 0;:- •• 0 � : ·· e:, � /o•• C. � : • , .. 'jj � . -1 • � ·  � - -
: J: : n  o •  : : ..,.., • o : : 
. ..u . c. • • '. C)  .. A • : . · �  � .  ... 
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�" 0/'\ •. f: CA� e• � � ·.. .  v;, • • • •• ••• -:\� , ... 
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TO: Clerk of the Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
451 West State Street 
Boise, Idaho 83720 
DOCKET NO. 44003 & 44004 
( 





NOTICE OF TRANSCRI PT LODGED 
Notice is hereby given that on May 2 ,  201 6, I lodged 0 & 3 transcripts of 32 
pages in length , consisting of a Motion to Suppress hearing , 9-08-1 5,  in the 
above-referenced appeal with the District Court Clerk of the County of Canyon 
in the Third Judicial District. 
Kimberly R. Saunders, RPR, CSR #703 
5-02-1 6  
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TO: Clerk of the Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
451 West State Street 
Boise, Idaho 83720 
DOCKET NO. 44003 & 44004 
( 





NOTICE OF TRANSCRIPT LODGED 
Notice is hereby given that on May 23, 201 6, I lodged 0 & 3 transcripts of 52 
pages in length, consisting of a Motion to Suppress hearing, 9-08-1 5,  status 
hearing October 1 3, 201 5, and sentencing hearing February 1 8, 201 6, in the 
above-referenced appeal with the District Court Clerk of the County of Canyon 
in the Third Judicial District. 
Kimberly R. Saunders, RPR, CSR #703 
5-23-1 6  
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